4  ITT)  S 


Joint  Carter  proton 


( 


THE 


H  I  S-  T  O  R  Y 

f  -  OF  THE 

PURITANS, 

OR, 

Protejiant  Non-Conformifls , 

FROM  THE 

DEATH  OF  QUEEN  ELIZABETH 

% 

TO  THE  BEGINNING  OF  THE  CIVIL  WAR 

,  IN  THE  YEAR  1 642.  • 

*  ,  _ 

WITH  AN  ACCOUNT  OF 

Their  Principles;  their  Attempts  for  a  further  Reformation 
in  the  Church;  their  Sufferings;  and  the  Lives 
and  Charafters  of  their  principal  Divines. 

VOLUME  II. 

•  -  ■  ■  —  •  —  .  ■■---■■  ■  ■  •— -  ■■  ■■  —  — -■  - — ■  ~  ■  ~  —  -  ■  ■  -  ■  •* *  1  *  ~ 

By  DANIEL  NEAL,  M.  A. 

 .   --  ...  •   -  -  -  - -  ■  . . . • . 

A  NEW  EDITION, 

REVISED,  CORRECTED,  AND  ENLARGED, 

By  JOSHUA  TOULMIN,  A.  M. 

TO  WHICH  ARE  PREFIXED, 

% 

Some  Memoirs  of  the  Life  and  Writings  of  the  Author* 

But  if  ye  bite  and  devour  one  another,  take  heed  ye  be  not  confunied  one 
oj  another .  Gal.  v.  15. 

BATH,  PRINTED  BY  R.  CRUTTWELL; 

* 

,  ^  AND  SOLD  BY 

€.  DILLY,  POULTRY;  and  J.  JOHNSON,  St.  PAUL’S  CHURCH* 
YARD,  LONDON;  and  J.  LLOYD,  BRISTOL* 


M  DCC  XCIV. 


f 


THE 

EDITOR’S  ADVERTISEMENT. 

} 

\ 

THE  Editor,  in  reviling  the  fir  ft  volume  of  Mr. 

Neal’s  “  Hiftory  of  the  Puritans,”  was  greatly 
alfifted  by  the  author’s  “  Review  of  the  principal 
fa£ts  objedled  to  in  that  volume.”  In  the  volume 
which  is  now  prefented  to  the  publick,  fuch  aid  fails 
him,  as  it  will  alfo  in  the  fucceeding  ones,  fince 
Dr.  Grey  s  “  Examination”  did  not  make  its  ap¬ 
pearance  till  the  declining  ftate  of  Mr.  Neal’s  health 
prevented  his  further  vindication  of  his  work. 

The  juftice  due  to  Mr.  Neal’s  memory  and  to 
truth,  required  the  Editor  to  attempt  what  could 
have  been  done  by  the  author  himfelf  with  much 
greater  advantage  than  at  this  diftance  of  time,  from 
the  firft  ftatement  of  the  fa£ts,  by  one  who  cannot 
come  at  all  the  authorities  on  which  Mr.  Neal  fpake. 
He  has  endeavoured,  however,  to  acquit  himfelf 
with  care  and  impartiality  in  the  examination  of 
Dr.  Grey  s  animadverfions,  and  is  not  aware  that 
he  has  palled  over  any  material  ftrictures,  extended 
through  a  volume  of  400  pages. 

Though  Dr.  Greys*  “  Examination”  may  be  now 
little  known  or  fought  after,  it  received,  at  its  firft 

*  Dr  .Zachary  Grey  was  of  a  Yorkshire  family,  originally  from  France; 
he  was  reftor  of  Houghton-Conqueft  in  Bedfordfhire,  and  vicar  of  St. 
Peter’s  and  St.  Giles’s  parifhes  in  Cambridge,  where  he  ufually  pafted  all  his 
winter,  and  the  reft  of  his  time  at  Ampthill,  the  neighbouring  market- 
town  to  his  living.  He  died  Nqv.  25,  1 766,  at  Ampthill,  in  the  79th  year 
of  his  age,  and  was  buried  at  Houghton-Conqueft.  He  wras  of  a  moft 
amiable,  fweet,  and  communicative  difpolition,  moft  friendly  to  his  acquaint¬ 
ance,  and  never  better  pleafed  than  when  performing  afts  of  friendfhip 
and  benevolence,  flis  publications  were  numerous. 

Anecdotes  of  Bowyer,  p.  354. 
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publication,  the  thanks  of  many  divines  of  the  firft 
eminence;  particularly  of  Dr.  Gibfon ,  then  bilhop 
,  y  d  of  Dr.  Sherlock ,  then  bifhop  of  Sa- 
lijbury.  The  latter  prelate,  writing  to  the  Doctor, 
faid,  “  It  is  happy  that  Mr.  Neal’s  account  appeared 
“  when  there  was  one  fo  well  verfed  in  the  hiftory, 
“  and  fo  able  to  correct  the  errors  and  prejudices. 
“  The  fervice  you  have  done  muft  be  confidered  as  a 
“  very  important  one  by  all  the  friends  of  the  con- 
**  flitution  of  the  church  of  England.”§ 

From  the  notes  in  the  following  pages,  the  reader 
will  be  able  to  form  a  judgment  whether  the  en¬ 
comium  bellowed  on  Dr.  Greys  work  proceeded 
from  a- careful  inveftigation  of  his  remarks,  and  a 
companion  of  them  with  Mr.  Neal’s  hiftory  and 
vouchers,  or  from  bias  to  a  caufe.  In  the  Editor’s 
apprehenlions,  the  value  of  Mr.  Neal’s  hiftory  and 
its  authorities  is,  fo  far  as  he  has  proceeded,  height¬ 
ened  by  the  companion. 

In  his  advertifement  to  the  fir  ft  volume,  he  made 
a  great  miftake  in  afcribing  the  quarto  edition  of 
<c  The  Hiftory  of  the  Puritans”  to  the  author  him- 
felf;  who  died  about  twelve  years  before  its  appear¬ 
ance.  It  was  given  to  the  publick  by  his  worthy 
fon,  Mr.  Nathaniel  Neal ,  of  the  Million  Bank,  and 
is  generally  efteemed  very  correct. 

There  has  been  pointed  out  to  the  Editor  a  flight 
error  of  Mr.  Neal,  p.  244;  who  fays,  that  bifhop 
Jewel  was  educated  in  Chrift’s  College,  Oxford ; 
whereas,  according  to  Fuller  and  IVoody  he  was  of 
Corpus  Chrifti. 

§  See  Anecdotes  of  Bowyer,  p.  356.  Note  *, 
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The  Editor  has  been  afked,-'f  on  what  authority, 
in  the  biographical  account  of  Mr.  Tomkins ,  fub- 
joined  to  p.  18  of  the  “  Memoirs  of  Mr.  Neal," 
he  charged  Mr.  Afty,%  on  making  an  exchange  with 
Mr r  Tomkins,  one  Lord’s  day,  with  “  alarming  the 
“  people  with  the  danger  of  pernicious  errors  and 
“  damnable  herefies  creeping  in  among  the  diflent- 
«  ers,  and  particularly  referring  to  errors  concern- 
“  ing  the  dodtrine  of  Chrift’s  divinity.” 

On  examining  the  matter,  he  finds  that  he  has 
ufed  the  very  words,  as  well  as  written  on  the  au¬ 
thority,  of  Mr.  Tomkins,  who  fpoke  on  the  informa¬ 
tion  he  had  received  concerning  the  tenor  and  ftrain 
of  Mr.  AJlys  fermon;  and  adds,  that  Mr.  AJly  him- 
felf  afterwards  acknowledged  to  him,  “  that  the  in- 
“  formation  in  general  was  true,  viz.  that  he  fpake 
“  of  damnable  herefies,  and  applied  thofe  texts  2 
<c  Peter  ii.  1,  Jude  verfe  4,  or  at  lead:  one  to  the  new 
“  doctrines  about  the  deity  of  Chrift,  that  were  now, 
“  as  he  apprehended,  fecretly  Ipreading.”  Mr.  Tom¬ 
kins  was  alfo  told,  that  Mr.  Afty  was  very  warm 
upon  thefe  points,  but  he  fubjoins,  “  I  muft  do 
“  Mr.  Afty  this  juftice,  to  acquaint  others,  that  he 

f  By  the  R.ev.  Thomas  Towle,  a  diffenting  minifler  of  eminence  among 
the  independents,  in  an  interview,  at  which  the  editor  was  very  politely  re¬ 
ceived,  and  which  took  place  at  Mr.  Towle's  defire,  in  confequence  of  a 
letter  written  to  him  by  a  friend  on  the  fubjeft  of  the  above  charge. 

§  Mr.  Afy  was  grandfon  of  Mr.  Robert  Afty,  who  was  ejefled  from 
Stratford  in  Suffolk.  He  had  good  natural  parts,  and  by  fpiritual  gifts  and 
coniiderable  attainments  in  literature,  was  richly  furnifhed  for  his  miniderial 
province.  He  was  perceived  to  have  drunk  very  much  into  the  fentiments 
and  fpirit  of  Dr.  Owen,  who  was  his  favourite  author.  The  amiable  traits 
of  his  character  were,  a  fweetnefs  of  temper,  an  affectionate  fy mpath/  in 
the  afflictions  and  profperity  of  others,  a  familiarity  and  condefcenfion  of 
deportment,  and  a  difpofition  to  caft  a  mantle  over  the  failings  of  others^ 
and  to  afk  pardon  for  his  own.  He  died  Jan.  20,  1729-30,  aged  57,  Dr  ^ 
Ouyfe'i  funeral  fermon  for  him. 
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affured  me  had  no  particular  view  to  me  or  fufpi- 
“  cion  of  me ,  when  he  brought  down  this  fermon 
“  among  others  to  Newington.  As  he  had  an  ap¬ 
prehend  on  or  the  danger  of  thofe  errors  and  of 
“  th.e  Spreading  of  them  at  that  time,  he  thought  it 
mi  gin  be  feafonable  to  preach  fuch  a  fermon  any 
,  1  •  ^'v  hen  another  gentleman,  however,  put 

tne  matter  more  ooiely  to  him,  he  could  not  deny 
tnat  he  had  fome  intimation  of  a  fufpicion  of  Mr. 

■ Tomkins .  .  But  from  the  affurance  Mr.  Afty  gave 
JVj.1  .  T’ohiiiins ,  candour  will  be  ready  to  conclude  that 
lie  did  not  greatly  credit  the  intimation. 


IVii .  Towle,  who  was  a  fucceiior  to  Mir.  ffty  m  the 
paftoral  office,  could  fcarcely  fuppofe,  that  he  could 
be  guilty  of  a  conduff  fo  remote  from  the  amiable 
and  pacifick  character  he  always  bore,  and  from  the 
delineation  of  it  in  the  funeral  fermon  for  him  by 
Or.  Guyfe-,  who,  I  find,  fays  of  him,  “  I  have  with 
“  pleafure  obferved  a  remarkable  tendernefs  in  his 
fpnit,  as  judging  the  ftate  of  thole  that  differed 
“  from  him,  even  in  points  which  he  took  to  be  of 
f£  very  great  importance.” 


.It  will  be  right  to  add  Mr.  'Tomkins's  declaration 
with  refpect  to  Mr.  Aftys  views:  “  I  never  had  a 
“  thought  that  he.  preached  his  fermon  out  of  any 
“  particular  perfonal  prejudice  again fc  me;  but  re- 
£s  ally  believed  tnat  he  did  it  from  a  zeal  for  what 
“  lie  apprehended  to  be  truth  neceflary  to  falvation. 
“  Though  I  am  perfuaded  in  my  own  mind,  that 
u  this  zeal  of  his  in  this  matter  is  a  miftaken  zeal, 
“  1  do  neverthelefs  refpeit  him  as  a  chriftian  and  a 
f  !  m'mifter.” 

In  the  memoirs  of  Mr.  Neal ,  we  mentioned  his 
letter  to  the  Rev.  Dr.  Francis  Hare ,  dean  of  Worcefter, 


editor’s  ADVERTISEMENT.  IX 

The  Editor  has  lately  met  with  this  piece ;  it  does 
the  author  credit,  for  it  is  written  with  ability  and 
temper.  He  is  inclined  to  give  a  palfage  from  it, 
as  a  fpecimen  of  the  force  of  argument  it  Ihews, 
and  as  going  to  the  foundation  of  our  ecclefiaftical 
eftablifhment. 

The  dean  contended  for  fubmiffion  to  the  autho¬ 
rity  of  the  rightful  governors  of  the  church ;  whom 
he  defined  to  be  “  an  ecclefiaftical  confiftory  of  pref- 
“  byters  with  their  bifliop  at  their  head.”  Mr.  Neal , 
to  fhew  that  this  definition  does  not  apply  to  the 
church  of  England,  replies:  “  Now  taking  all  this 
ec  for  granted,  what  an  argument  have  you  put  into 
«  the  mouths  of  the  diffentei's  to  juftify  their  fepa- 
“  ration  from  the  prefent  eftablifhment.” 

“  For  is  there  any  thing  like  this  to  be  found 
“  there?  Is  the  church  of  England  governed  by  a 
cc  bifliop  and  his  prefbyters?  Is  not  the  king  the. 
«  fountain  of  all  ecclefiaftical  anthority  ?  And  has 
“  he  not  power  to  make  ordinances  which  fhall  bind 
“  the  clergy  without  their  confent,  under  the  pe~ 
“  nalty  of  a  premunire ?  Does  not  his  majefty  no- 
“  minate  the  bifliops,  fummon  convocations,  and 
“  prorogue  them  at  pleafure?  When  the  convoca- 
“  lions  of  Canterbury  and  York  are  affembled,  can 
they  debate  upon  any  fubject  without  the  king’s 
4C  licence?  .Or  make  any  canons  that  can  bind  the 
“  people  without  an  a£t  of  parliament  ?  The  bifliops 
“  in  their  feveral  courts  can  determine  nothing  in  a 
tc  judicial  manner  about  the  faith,  there  lying  an 
“  appeal  from  them  to  the  king,  who  decides  it  by 
<c  his  commiffioners  in  the  court  of  delegates. 

“  Now  though  this  may  be  a  wife  and  prudent 
*c  jnftitution,  yet  it  can  lay  no  claim  to  antiquity, 

y  becaufe 
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"  becau fe  the  civil  magiftrate  was  not  chriftian  for 
“  ".°°  t  Fars  after  our  Saviour;  and  confequently 
“  “le  dnfenters,  who  are  for  reducing  religion  to  the 
ftaiidard  of  the  Bible ,  can  be  under  no  obligation 
-  eoil-oim  to  it.  We  have  a  divine  precept  to  ob- 
“  SlSe  lls  to  do  whatfoever  Chrift  and  his  Apoftles 
“  have  commanded  us;  but  I  find  no  pafi'age  of 
“  scripture  that  obliges  us  to  be  of  the  religion  of 
“  the  fta te  we  happen  to  be  born  in.  If  there  be 
“  anX  fuc]t  obligation  on  the  Englifh  diffenters,  it 
mult  arne  omy  tiom  t.ie  laws  of  their  country 
inch  can  nave  no  miiuence  upon  them  at  pre- 
lem,  thole  laws  having  been  long  fince  fufpended 
41  by  the  act  of  indulgence.”  1 
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HPHE  favourable  acceptance  of  the  firft  volume  of  this  work  has 
1  encouraged  me  to  publilh  a  Jecond \  which  carries  the  hifcory 
forward  to  the  beginning  of  the  civil  war ,  when  the  two  houfes  of 
parliament  wrefted  the  fpiritual  lword  out  of  the  hands  oi  tnc  king 
and  bifhops,  and  affumed  the  fupremacy  to  themfelves. 

There  had  been  a  ceffation  of  controverfy  for  fome  time  before 
the  death  of  queen  Elizabeth;  the  puritans  being  in  hopes,  upon 
the  acceffion  of  a  king  that  had  been  educated  in  their  own  princi¬ 
ples,  to  obtain  an  eafy  redrefs  of  their  grievances ;  and  certainly  no 
prince  ever  had  fo>  much  in  his  power  to  compromife  the  differences 
of  the  church,  as  king  James  i.  at  the  comerence  of  Ilumpton- 
Court;  but  being  an  indolent  and  vainglorious  monarch,  he  be¬ 
came  a  willing  captive  to  the  bifhops,  who  flattered  his  vanity,  and^ 
put  that  maxim  into  his  head,  ddo  bijfhop,  no  king .  1  he  creatures  of 

the  court,  in  lieu  of  the  vail  fums  of  money  they  received  out  of 
the  exchequer,  gave  him  the  flattering  title  of  an  absolu  i  sot  £- 
reign,  and,  to  fupply  his  extravagancies,  broke  through  the  conili- 
tution,  and  laid  the  foundation  of  all  the  calamities  of  his  fon’s  reign  ; 
while  himfelf,  funkjnto  luxury'  and  eafe,  became  the  contempt  of 
all  the  powers  of  Europe.  If  king  fames  had  any  principles  of  le- 
liojon  befides  what  he  called  kingcraft,  or  difiimulation,  he 
changed  them  with  the  climate,  for  from  a  rigid  calvinijl  he  became 
a  favourer  of  arminianifm  in  the  latter  part  of  his  reign ;  from  a  pro- 
teftant  of  the  purefl  kirk  upon  earth,  a  dodtrinal  papifl\  and  from  a 
difguifed  puritan ,  the  mod  implacable  enemy  of  that  people,  putting 
all  "the  fp  rings  of  the  prerogative  in  motion,  to  drive  them  out  of 
both  kingdoms. 

But  inftead  of  accomplifhing  his  defigns,  the  number  of  puritans 
increafed  prodigioufly  in  his  reign,  which  was  owing  to  one  or  other 
of  thefe  caufes. 

Firft  \  To  the  Jlanding  firm  by'  the  conjlitution  and  laws  ofi  their 
country ;  which  brought  over  to  them  all  thofe  gentlemen  in  the 
houfe  of  commons,  and  in  the  feveral  counties  of  England,  who 
found  it  neceflary,  for  the  prefervation  of  their  properties,  to  oppofe 
the  court,  and  to  infill  upon  being  governed  according  to  law;  thefe 
were  called  state  puritans. 

Secondly ;  To  their  Jleady  adherence  to  the  doffrines  of  Calvin,  and 
$he  Synod  ofiD ort,  in  the  points  of  predestination  and  grace,  againfl  the 
'  1  :  •  modern 


/ 


ji  n. 


AU  I  HOR  S  PREFACE. 


divines  feK^tfthehtfer  MIN?US  f°U°m  The  c™rt 

from  the  principles  of  the  firft  refomier^  h'?^  ^  °nIy  t0  deV'ate 
with  the  church  of  Route  while  m^r  of  n  l°  attemPf  a  Coalition 
ftiff  m  their  old  opinions  (though  nth  tile  country  clergy,  being 

the  difcipline  and  ceremon  es  of"  he "  h uTh'l  wei  “0',S'’  “ 

out  from  ell  preferment,  end  b,„td tSL™  Vf  L™  ** 

PURITANS.  1C  naine°r  DOCTRINAL 

f Ufi'  whUb  WaS  at  thh 

fermonsl  if  he  mSi-  f  T1  ^pt  the  fabbath>  and  frequented 

%  5lkTf.S"”hPLy  T;' S  W~“bfc  T>  »f -he  times, . 
fion  of  the  fober  Dart  of  tb*.  &iec1!>’  Ptocured  diem  the  compaf- 

that  a  number  of  fober  Hduftrio^’  l0-tl,lnk  it  verf  hard> 

be  harraffed  out  o-c  WV'lJ, )  “  r  ’  al;d  “"factitious  people,  ihould 

different  ceremonies  “which’  ,i0VcruP,u?S.t0  comply  with  a  few  in* 

or  the  prSS^of  4tue  °  ^  t0  the  ^oar  of  God, 

owfogtofc  ^een  .,thouSht  by  fome>  that  their  increafe  was 

both  a  church  and  (late  factions  "the  dH-V-G  o'f'-Ws’1  'T  ?  “"e 

fcsWKaars 

to  fecure  to  their  frimrf  '  ■  i  -Re  co;'" 1 10  Sain  tlie  royal  favour,  and 
iu  itcure  to  tueir  friends  tne  chief  preferments  in  the  church  Th™ 

perfoaded  his  majelty  to  ftiflerhe  predeitmarian  comroveriv'  both  in 

had  M  precipitatJh^Stf sSfS’l;; ffi, ““'Jj  •* 
CATHoTi'eT-” i  ".”1' that  the,  were  linked  „,,h  t|B  *0MA„ 

!7-  -3 “l"drnot ,Je b>- 

’  ,?  fuPP°rt  t‘le  Qdpenfing  power;  they  declared  for  the  unii- 
mited  .uthoruv  of  th z  foveretgn  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  abfolute 
obedience  of  tn tfubjeB  on  the  other;  fo  that  though  there  is  no  real 

SaSSTc  bet*ee"  ormwmfm  and  popery,  the  two  parties  were 
unhappily  combined  at  this  time  to  deftroy  the  puritans, 'and  to  fob- 
vert  the  conftitution  and  laws  of  their  country. 

But  ff  Abbot  was  too  rernifs,  Ids  focceffor  Laud  was  as  much 
too  fonous,  tor  in  the  arji  year  of  Ins  government  he  introduced  as 

4  f  J 
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many  changes  as  a  wife  and  prudent  Jlatefman  would  have  attempted 
in  fevenft  he  prevailed  with  his  majefty  to  fet  up  the  Englifh  fervice 
at  Edinburgh,  and  laid  the  foundation  of  the  Scots  liturgy  \  he  ob¬ 
tained  the  revival  of  the  book  of  fports ;  he  turned  the  communion 
tables  into  altars ;  lie  fent  out  injunctions  whidi  broke  up  the  French 
and  Dutch  churches ;  and  procured  the  repeal  of  the  Irifh  articles , 
and  thofe  of  England  to  be  received  in  their  place.  Such  was  his 
rigorous  perfecution  of  the  puritans ,  that  he  would  neither  fuffer 
them  to  live  peaceably  in  the  land,  nor  remove  quietly  out  of  it ! 
His  grace  was  alfo  the  chief  mover  in  all  thofe  unbounded  acts  of 
power  which  were  fubverfive  of  the  rights  and  liberties  of  tlie  people : 
And  while  he  had  the  reins  in  his  hands,  drove  fo  near  the  precipices 
of  popery  and  tyranny,  that  the  hearts  of  the  moil  refolved  protdiants 
turned  again!!  him,  and  almoll  all  England  became  puritan. 

I  am  fenfible  that  no  part  of  modern  hiftory  has  been  examined 
with  fo  much  critical  exaCfnefs,  as  that  part  of  the  reign  of  king 
Charles  I.  which  relates  to  the  rife  and  progrefs  of  the  civil  war$ 
here  the  writers  on  both  fides  have  blown  up  their  paffions  into  a 
flame,  and  inftead  of  hiftory,  have  given  us  little  elfe  but  panegyrick 
or  fatire.  I  have  endeavoured  to  avoid  extremes,  and  have  repre- 
fented  things  as  they  appeared  to  me,  with  modefty,  and  without  any 
perfonal  reflections.  The  character  I  have  given  of  the  religious 
principles  of  the  long  parliament  was  deiignedly  taken  out  of 
the  earl  of  Clarendon' s  Hiftory  of  the  Grand  Rebellion,  that  it 
might  be  without  exception  :  and  I  am  of  opinion,  that  the  want  of 
a  due  acquaintance  with  the  principles  of  the  two  houfes  with  regard 
to  church  difeipline ,  has  milled  our  beft  hiftorians,  who  have  repre- 
fented  fome  of  them  as  zealous  prelafifls ,  and  others  as  cunning  prftby- 
terians ,  independents ,  fedlaries ,  &c.  whereas  in  truth  they  had  thefe 
matters  very  little  at  heart.  The  king  was  hampered  with  notions 
of  the  divine  right  of  diocefan  epifcopacy,  but  the  two  houfes  [ex¬ 
cepting  the  bdhops]  were  almoft  to  a  man  of  the  principles  of 
Erast  us,  who  maintained,  that  Chriji  and  his  ap  of  lies  had  prefer  ibed 
no  particular  form  of  'difeipline  for  his  church  in  after  ages ,  but  had 
left  the  keys  in  the  hands  of  the  civil  magif Irate ,  who  had  the  foie  power 
of  punifning  tranfgrejfors ,  and  of  appointing  fuck  particular  forms  cf 
church  government  from  time  to  time ,  as  were  mojl  fubfervient  to  the 
peace  and  welfare  of  the  commcnzoealth.  Indeed  thefe  were  the  fen- 
timents  of  our  church  reformers,  from  archbifliop  Cranmer  down  to 
Bancroft.  And  though  the  puritans  in  the  reign  of -queen  Elizabeth 
wrote  with  great  eagernefs  for  the  divine  right  of  their  book  of  difeipline^ 
their  pofterky  in  the  next  reigns  were  more  cool  upon  that  head",  de¬ 
claring  their  fatisfaCfion,  if  the  prefent  epifcopacy  might  be  reduced 
to  a  more  primitive  flandard.  This  was  the  fubftancc  of  the  mi- 

.  \ 
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*  Hey  I'm’ s  Life  of  Laud.  p.  ^06. 
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&  petlTcm  1>C  year  N’  C'^ed  w^h  feven  hundred  hands- 
And  even  thofe  who  were  for  root  and  branch  were  will b"  to 

. parliamentary  reformation ,  till  the  Scots  revived  the  notion 
of  divine  right  in  the  affembly  of  divines.  However,  it  is  certain 
the  TWO  houses  had  no  attachment  to  prejbytery  or  i„deS£ 
but  would  have  compromifed  matters  with  the  king  upon  th SfZd 
fcaeme,  as  long  as  his  majefty  was  in  the  field ;  but  when  victory  had 
dtclaied  on  their  fide,  they  complied  in  fome  meafure  with' their 

mr  twTh  de  ’  Wh°h3d,"  ***  *  the  war;  but  would  never 
P  1  th„  X}  °f  the  keys  out  of  their  own  hands.  If  the 

reader  will  keep  this  in  mind,  he  will  eafily  account  for  thefeveral  re- 
volutions  of  church  government  in  thefe  unfettled  times. 


^s/1not,t?  expe^ed,  that  the  mod  diiintereded  writer  of  thefe 
,  ir?  efope  the  cenfureso f  different  parties;  I  thought  I  had 

already  fufficiently  expreffed  my  intentions  in  publifhing  the  Hiftory 
oj  the  Puritans ;  but  becaufe  it  has  been  infinuated  in  a  late  pamphlet, 
uiat  it  looked  like  a  piot  againft  the  ecclefiadical  conditution,*  I  think 
it  proper  to  affure  the  world  once  for  all,  that  what  I  have  written  is 
wuh  no  ul  fpirit  or  defign  againd  the  peace  of  the  church  or  nation; 
that  1  have  no  private  or  party  views;  no  patron;  no  affociates;  nor 
other  profpedt  of  reward,  than  the  pleafure  of  fetting  the  En<di(h 
reformation  in  a  true  light,  and  of  beating  down  fome  of  the  fences 
anu  mdofures  of  confcience.  Nor  can  there  be  any  inconvenience 
m  remembering  the  midakes  of  our  ancedors,  when  all  the  parties 
concerned  are  gone  off  the  dage,  and  their  families  reconciled  by 
inter-marriages;  but  it  may  be  of  fome  ufe  and  benefit  to  mankind 
by  enabling  them  to  avoid  thofe  rocks  on  which  their  forefathers  have 
*P^L*  ^  ^i(-n  ^  convinced  of  any  midakes,  or  unfair  reprefenta- 

tions,  I  final  I  not  be  afhamed  to  retraff  them  before  the  world;  but 
pacts  are  ftubborn  things,  and  will  not  bend  to  the  humours  and 
inclinations  of  artful  and  angry  men;  if  thefe  have  been  difniifed 
or  miireported,  let  them  be  fet  right  in  a  decent  manner,  without  the 
mean  furmhes  of  plots  and  confederacies ;  and  whoever  does  it,  fhall 
have  mine  as  well  as  the  thanks  of  the  publick. 


I  have  no  controverfy  with  the  prefent  church  of  England,  which 
has  abandoned,  in  a  great  meafure,  the  perfecuting  principles  of 
former  times;  for  though  I  am  not  unacquainted  with  the  nature 
and  defects  of  religious  ejiabli foments,  yet  neither  my  principles  nor 
inclinations  will  allow  me  to  give  them  the  lead  didurbance,  any  fur- 
tner  than  they  impofe  upon  confcience,  or  intrench  upon  the  rights 
of  civil  foe i ety.  If  the  prejbyterians  or  independents  have  been  guilty 
of  fuch  practices  in  their  turns,  I  lhall  freely  bear  rny  tedimony 
againft  them,  and  think  i  may  do  it  with  a  good  grace,  dnee  I 


*  Expollulatory  Letter,  p.  29,  30. 
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have  always  declared  againft  reflrainU  upon  confcience  among  all  par¬ 
ties  of  chriftians;*  but  if  men  will  vindicate  the  juftice  and  equity 
of  oaths  ex  officio,  and  of  exorbitant  fines,  imprifonrnent ,  and  banijbment, 
for  things  in  their  own  nature  indifferent ;  if  they  will  call  a  relation 
of  the  illegal  feverities  of  council-tables ,  Jiar -chambers,  and  high -com- 
miffons,  a  satire  against  the  present  establishment,  they 
mud;  ufe  their  liberty,  as  I  lhall  mine,  in  appearing  againft  ecclefia- 
ftical  oppreffion,  from  what  quarter  foever  it  comes. 

I  have  freely  cenfured  the  miftakes  of  the  puritans  in  queen  Eli¬ 
zabeth’s  reign;  nor  will  I  be  their  advocate  any  longer  than  they 
have  feripture,  reafon,  and  fome  degree  of  good  manners  on  their 
tide.  If  it  (hall  at  any  time  appear,  that  the  body  of  them  lived  in 
contempt  of  all  lawful  authority,  or  bid  defiance  to  the  laws  of  their 
country,  except  in  fuch  cafes  wherein  their  confciences  told  them. 
It  was  their  duty  to  obey  God  rather  than  man\  if  they  were  guilty  of 
rebellion,  fedition,  or  of  abandoning  the  queen  and  the  protejlant  re¬ 
ligion,  when  it  was  in  danger,  let  them  bear  their  own  reproach ;  but 
as  yet  I  muft  be  of  opinion,  that  they  were  the  bed:  friends  of  the 
conftitution  and  liberties  of  their  country;  that  they  were  neither 
unquiet  nor  rejllefs,  unlefs  againft  tyranny  in  the  ftate,  and  oppreffion 
upon  the  confcience;  that  they  made  ufe  of  no  other  weapons,  du¬ 
ring  a  courfe  of  fourfeore  years,  but  prayers  to  God,  and  petitions  to 
the  legidature  for  redrefs  of  their  grievances,  it  being  an  article  of 
their  belief,  that  abfolute  fubmiffori  was  due  to  the  jupreme  mdgijlraie 
in  all  things  lawful,  as  will  fufficiently  appear  by  their  proteftations 
in  the  beginning  of  the  reign  of  king  James  I.  I  have  admitted  that 
the  puritans  might  be  too  ftiff  and  rigid  in  their  behaviour ;  that  they 
were  unacquainted  with  the  rights  of  confcience;  and,  that  their 
language  to  their  fuperiors  the  bifhops  was  not  always  decent  and 
mannerly :  Oppreffon  maketh  vjifie  men  mad.  But  furely,  the  depri¬ 
ving,  imprifoning,  and  putting  men  to  death  for  thefe  things,  will  not 
be  vindicated  in  our  times. 

In  the  preface  to  the  fir  ft  volume  of  this  hiftory,  I  mentioned  with 
pleafure  the  growing  fentiments  of  religious  liberty  in  the  church  of 
England,  but  complained  of  the  burthen  ofi fiubferiptions  upon  the 
clergy ;  and  ofi  the  corporation  and  teft  afts,  as  prejudicial  to  the  caufe 
of  religion  and  virtue,  among  the  laity ;  for  which  reafons  the  pro - 
teftant  diffenters  throughout  England  intended  to  petition  for  a  repeal 
or  amendment  of  thefe  ads,  the  enfuing  feffion  of  parliament,  if 
they  had  met  with  any  encouragement  from  their  fuperiors,  or  had 
the  leaft  profped  of  fuccefs.  'The  sacramental  test  is,  no 
aoubt,  a  diftinguifhing  mark  of  reproach  which  they  have  not  de¬ 
fended;  and,  I  humbly  conceive,  no  very  great  fecurity  to  the  church 
'  % 

#  Expoftulatory  Letter,  p.  72, 
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of  England,  unlefs  it  can  be  fuppofed,  that  one  fingle  a&  of  occafanal 
conformity  can  take  off  the  edge  of  all  their  imagined  averfion  to  the 
hierarchy,  who  worfhip  all  the  reft  of  the  year  among  non-confor- 
mifts.  Nor  can  the  repeal  of  thefe  ads  be  of  any  confiderable  ad¬ 
vantage  to  the  body  of  diffenters ,  becaufe  not  one  in  five  hundred  can 
expedt  to  reap  any  private  benefit  by  it  to  himfelf  or  family;  their 
zeal  therefore  in  this  caufe  muft  arife  principally  from  a  regard  to  the 
liberties  of  their  country ,  and  a  defire  of  refcuing  one  of  the  mojl  facred 
rites  of  ckrifhaniiy  from  the  profanation  to  which  it  is  expofed. 

But  it  feems  this  will  not  be  believed,  till  the  dijfenters  propofe  fome 
other  pledge  and  fecurity  by  which  the  end  and  intent  of  the  facramental 
teft  may  be  equally  attained ,  for  (fays  a  late  writer*)  the  legijlature  never 
intended  them  any  fare  of  trufl  or  power  in  the  government ;  and  he 
hopes,  never  will ,  till  they  fee  better  reafons  for  it  than  hath  hitherto 
appeared .  Muft  the  diffenters  then  furnifh  the  church  with  a  law  to 
exclude  themfelves  from  ferving  their  king  and  country  ?  Let  the 
difagrqeable  work  be  undertaken  by  men  that  are  better  fkilled  in  fuch 
unequal  feverities.  I  will  not  examine  into  the  intent  of  the  legifla- 
ture  in  this  place;  but  if  proteftant  non~conformifts  are  to  have, no 
fhare  of  trud  or  power  in  the  government,  why  are  they  chofen  into 
fuch  offices,  and  fubjed  to  fines  and  penalties  for  declining  them  l 
Is  it  for  not  ferving?  this,  it  feems,  is  what  the  legiflature  never  in¬ 
tended.  Is  it  then  for  not  qualifying  ?  furely  this  is  a  penalty  upon 
conference.  I  would  afk  the  warmed  advocate  for  the  facramental 
ted,  whether  the  appointing  proteftant  dijfenters  for  ferijfs  of  counties , 
and  obliging  them  to  qualify  againft  their  confciences  under  tide  penalties 
of  a  premunire ,  without  the  liberty  of  ferving  by  a  deputy ,  or  of  commu¬ 
ting  by  a  fine ,  is  confident  with  fo  full  a  toleration,  and  exemp¬ 
tion  from  penal  laws ,  as  this  writer  J  fays  they  enjoy  ?  It  is  true  a  good 
government  may  take  no  advantage  of  this  power,  but  in  a  bad  one 
men  mud  qualify,  or  their  liberties  and  edates  be  at  the  king’s  mercy; 
it  feems  therefore  but  reafonable,  (whatever  the  intent  of  the  legif¬ 
lature  may  be)  that  proteftant  diffenters  Ihould  be  admitted  to  ferve 
their  country  with  a  good  confcience  in  offices  of  trufl  as  well  as  of 

burden ,  or  be  exempted  from  all  pains  and  penalties  for  not  doing  it.§ 

« 

It  is  now  pretty  generally  agreed,  that  receiving  the  holy  facrament 
merely  as  a  qualification  for  a  place  of  civil  profit  or  trufl ,  is  contrary  to 
the  ends  of  its  injiitution ,  and  a  fnare  to  the  confciences  of  men ;  f  for 

though  the  law  is  open,  and  cc  they  who  obtain  offices  in  the  date 

*  Hiftory  of  the  Teft,  p.  1 6,  23,  25.  J  Ibid.  p.  25. 

§  It  Ihould  be  mentioned  to  the  honour  of  bifhop  Warburton ,  who  tvas  an 
advocate  for  a  teft,  though  not  a  facramental  teft,  that  to  this  propofal,  that 
“  dift'enters  ftiould  be  exempted  from  all  pains  and  penalties  for  not  ferving 
*c  their  country  in  offices  of  truft/’  he  gave  his  hearty  aiient  by  adding  in 
the  margin,  mojl  certainly!  Ed. 

f  Hiftory  of  the  Teft,  p.  22, 
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«  know  beforehand  the  conditions  of  keeping  them,”  yet  when  the 
bread  of  a  numerous  family  depends  upon  a  qualification  which  a 
man  cannot  be  fatisfied  to  comply  with,  it  is  certainly  a  fnare.  And 
though  I  a°ree  with  our  author,  that  “  if  the  minds  of  fuch  perfons 
a  are^ wicked,  the  law  does  not  make  them  hj,  yet  1  am  alr.iid  it 
hardens  them,  and  makes  them  a  great  deal  worfe.  ^  How  many  thou- 
fands  come  to  the  facrament  of  the  Lord  s  fupper  with  reluctance 
and  perhaps,  eat  and  drink  judgment  to  tbemf eives  ;  the  guilt  or  w  11c  i 
mult  be  chargeable  either  upon  the  bnpofers,  or  receivers  or  upon  hota. 
Methinks  therefore  charity  to  the  fouls  of  men,  as  well  as  a  concei  n 
for  the  purity  of  our  holy  religion,  (hould  engage  all  fenous  chiimans 
to  endeavour  the  removal  of  this  grievance-,  and  fince  we  arc  to  , 
that  the  appearing  of  the  diftnters  at  this  time  is  unfeafonable,  and 
will  be  ineffectual ;  1  would  humbly  move  our  right  reverend  fathers 
the  bilhops  not  to  think  it  below  their  high  fictions  and  dignities,  to 
confider  of  fome  expedient  to  roll  away  this  reproach  from  the  church 
and  nation,  and  agree  upon  fome  fecurky  for  the  former  (it  needful) 
of  a  civil  nature,  that  may  leave  room  (as  king  William,  express  it 
in  his  fpeech  to  his  firft  parliament)  for  the  admission  of  all 

PROTESTANTS  THAT  ARE  ABLE  AND  WILLING  TO  SERVE  THEIR 

COUNTRY.  The  honour  of  Chrift,  and  the  caufe  of  publick  virtue, 
feem  to  require  it.  And  for  as  much  the  influence  of  thefe  afts 
affects  p-reat  numbers  of  the  laity  in  a  very  tender  part,  I  ihould  tmniC 
it  no  dishonour  for  the  fever al  corporations  in  England,  as  well  as  tor 
the  officers  of  the  army ,  navy ,  cujloms ,  and  excife ,  who  are  more  pecu¬ 
liarly  concerned,  to  join  their  intereds  in  petitioning  the  legiilature 
for  fuch  relief.  And  I  flatter  myfelf  that  the  wife  and  temperate  be¬ 
haviour  of  the  pr.otejlant  diffenters  in  their  late  general  ajjembly  in 
London ;  with  the  dutiful  regard  that  they  have  always  (hewn  to  the 
*peace  and  welfare  of  his  majefty’s  perfoa,  family,  and  government, 
will  not  fail  to  recommend  them  to  the  royal  protection  and  favour, 
and  that  his  most  excellent  majesty,  in  imitation  of  his  glo¬ 
rious  predeceffor  king  William  Ill.  will  in  a  proper  time  recom¬ 
mend  it  to  his  parliament  to  {Lengthen  his  adminiilration,  by  taking 
off  thofe  reftraints  which  at  prefent  dilable  his  protcjlant  dijjenting 
fubjefis  from  fhewing  their  zeal  in  the  fervice  of  their  king  and 

country.  _  _T 

Daniel  Neal. 

London, 

March  6,  17  32- 3° 
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“  'n’  \ T  3’  'rr  “i*  ,bj.Pr’  Harrh"k>>  Grey,  did  mt  quite fi  right j”  read.  «  J„ 

ths,  Dr.  Harris  Jay Grey  did  not  quite  fo  right."  ^  J  _ 

Page  178,  line  7,  for  nnfolds ,  read  unfolds. 

2}0,  1.  2,  for  Franland  read  Frankland. 

290,  1.  4,  for  au ,  read  / 

292,  I.13  of  the  fecond  note,  for  enlijied ,  read  enlifed . 

302,  ].  11,  for  there  forty  read  refort. 

3J5>  '•  10)  after  Harivard ,  read  college. 

410>  -  •  4>  r£heJ  y  read  reprieve. 

530,  in  the  reference  to  CiW,,,  for  W.  it.  read  W.  i.  ,7.  and  for  61,  read  f.  62. 
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England  argued.  Remarks.  Abp.  Laud's  fentiments  of  feparation. 
The  gunpowder  plot :  fathered  on  the  puritans.  Oath  of  allegiance. 
Puritans  unwilling  to  feparate  from  the  church.  Abridgment  of  the 
Lincoln  minifter’s  reafons  for  not  fubferibing;  their  arguments  againft 
the  book  of  common  prayer;  againft  the  three  ceremonies;  againft  the 
furplice,  the  crofs  in  baptifm,  and  kneeling  at  the  facraraent.  Anfwers 
to  the  abridgment.  Remarks.  Principles  of  the  puritans.  Miniflers* 
proteftation  concerning  the  king’s  fupremacy.  Their  humble  petition. 
Proteffation  oi  the  miniflers  oi  Devon  and  Cornwall  concerning  their 
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!.°>  ak> '  ^  marks.  IOands  of  Guernfey  and  Jerfey  reduced  to  corr- 

Ti'  n'u'  V  ’  ^>a'/i'r  s  bufferings.  Dr.  Rayno/d’s  death  and  charafter. 
.Death  of  Mr.  Bngktman.  Advances  of  the  prerogative.  Death  and 
character  of  Armimus.  Proceedings  of  parliament.  Speech  againfl 
bifhops  and  their  courts:  againft  grievances  in  the  ftate.  King’s  fpeech. 
Sundry  petitions  about  grievances :  in  favour  of  the  puritans.  Reafons 
tor  amending  the  aft  of  fupremacy;  and  for  reforming  the  ecclefiaf- 
tical  commiflion.  Grievances  in  the  execution  of  the  eccefiaflical 
connruflion.  Allans  of  Scotland.  Courfe  of  Scots  conformity, 
xgpncopacy  ledored  in  Scotland.  Ordination  of  their  bifhops.  Arch- 
bifhop  Bancroft  s  death  and  charafier. 

CHAPTER  II. 


rrom  tne  death  ot  Archbifhop  Bancroft  to  the  death  of 


King  fames  I. 


Allot  made  archbifhop.  Account  of  all  the  tranfiations  of  the 
oible  into  Enghfh ;  lAichiijfe  s  new  tcflament,  1380;  Tindal  l  new 
Icftament,  1,526;  find  edition  or  the  bible,  1^35;  Mattliezu's  bible, 
Jc537;  Cranmef  s  bible,  1539;  Geneva  bible,  1,5,59  5  Bifhops  bible, 
1,568;  Rhemift  teftament,  1582;  and  bible,  1609,  1610;  lafl  tranfla- 
ticn  by  order  of  king  James  I.  1611.  King  James\  zeal  againft 
Vorflius.  Hereticks  burnt,  Bartholomew  Legate ,  and  Edzo .  Wightman . 
State  of  the  court.  The  king  marries  his  daughter  to  the  elector 
Palatine.  Death  and  character  of  Henry  prince  of  Wales.  New 
methods  of  railing  money.  Abftrafi  of  the  reformation  in  Ireland. 
Rife  of  the  Scots  parliament  in  Ireland,  and  of  their  difciphne.  Ar¬ 
ticles  of  the  church  of  Ireland.  Remarks.  Rife  of  the  Independants 
in  England.  Their  manner  of  erefiling  a  church.  Tne  king’s  dif- 
courfe  in  the  ftar-chamber.  Mr.  Bayne  s  death  and  character.  Pro» 
grefs  of  the  arminian  controverfy  in  Holland.  Synod  of  Dort, 
Names  and  infractions  of  the  Enghfh  divines;  their  oath.  Behaviour 
of  the  remonftiants,  and  of  the  Englifh  divines;  cenfures  of  the  fynod,. 
Proceedings  in  Scotland.  Five  articles  of  Perth,  ratified  in  parliament. 
Leiden  s  recantation.  Mr.  Bra-dfiaw' s  deatia  and  charafler.  Book  of 
fports  publiihed.  Remarks.  State  of  the  proteftant  religion  in  the 
kingdom  of  Bohemia.  ElcRor  Palatine  chofen  king  of  Bohemia, 
acceptable  to  the  puritans,  but  difliked  by  the  Englifia  court.  Remarksi 
Puritans  fettle  in  New-England.  Mr.  Robin  Jons  parting  fpeech  to  his 
congregation.  Colony  of  New  Plymouth.  Rife  of  the  Arminians  at 
court.  Their  remonfirance  againft  the  papifts.  The  king’s  arbitrary 
behaviour.  Laws  againft  the  papifts  relaxed.  Mr.  Knights  fermon 
againft  the  prerogative.  Oxford  decree.  The  king’s  inftruflions  to 
reftrain  the  preaching  the  dofitrine  of  Calvin .  Remarks.  Archbifhop 
Allot  accidentally  kills  a  man,  and  retires  from  court.  Death  and  cha¬ 
racter  of  Mr,  B field.  The  Spanifh  match.  Articles  of  marriage,  fwom 
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■to  tv  the  king  and  prince  of  Wales.  Archbifhop  Abbot  againfl  them. 
Prince  of  Wale's  goes  to  Madrid.  The  match  broke  off.  A  new 
parliament.  The  king’s  anfwer  to  their  petition.  Remarks.  French 
match.  The  King  dies.  Summary  flate  ol  religion  in  this  reign.  _  Cha 
rafter  of  king  James  and  of  the  court.  A  fupplement,  exhibiting  ars 
hiflory  of  the  Baptifts  and  of  the  proceedings  in  the  fynod  ol  Dort. 

CHAPTER  III. 


From  the  death  of  King  James  I.  to  the  diffolution  of  th 
third  parliament  of  king  Charles  II.  in  the  year  1620. 

Charafter  of  king  Charles  I. ;  of  his  queen ;  the  duke  of  Bucking¬ 
ham ;  archbifhop  Laud ;  lord  chief  juftice  Finch ;  the  council-tab, e  ; 
the  ftar-chamber;  the  high  eotnmiffion;  flate  ol  armmiamlm  and  ot 
popery.  Caufes  of  the  increafe  of  popery.  Petitions  ot  the  com¬ 
mons,  with  the  king’s  anfwer.  Remarks.  The  king  contributes  to 
the  lofs  of  Rochet.  Mr.  Montague  cited  before  the  commons;  cen- 
fured  by  parliament.  Bifhops’  letter  in  his  favour.  Parliament 
diffolved.  Arbitrary' methods  of ’raffing  money.  The  king  s  coro¬ 
nation.  A  new  parliament.  Articles  exhibited  againfl  Montague. 
Conferences  between  thC  Calvinifls  and  Arminians.  d  lie  king  puts 
an  end  to  the  controverfy.  Reftraint  of  the  prefs  in  favour  of  armi¬ 
nianifm ;  complaint  of  the  bookfellers;  and  in  favour  of  popery. 
Gentlemen,  citizens,  and  others,  imprifoned  on  account  ol  the  oan. 
Sibtkorp’s  and  Mantiuarings  fermons  lor  the  prerogative.  Arc  lib  iU  op 
Abbot  fuhpended  for  refufing  to  licenfe  Sibthor-j)$  lermon.  L)t 
reafonsof  the  archbifhop’s  fufpenfion.  Bifhop  ol  Lincoln  favoura  e 
to  the  puritans.  War  with  France.  A  new  parliament.  Petition 
of  right.  Manwaung  s  fevere  fentence:  he  is  pardoned  and  pre¬ 
ferred.  Montague  confecrated  bifhop  ol  Chichefter.  Sibthorp  pre¬ 
ferred.  Parliament’s  remonftrance,  and  the  king’s  anfwer.  .  A  jefu.it  s 
letter  about  the  growth  of  arminianifm.  State  of  religion  in  Ireland. 
Proteftation  of  the  Irifli  bifhops  agaiftfl  a  toleration  ol  popery.  1  1  °~ 
clamation  oi  lord  deputy  Falkland  againfl  the  papiif s.  Bifhop  Bedel  s 
account  of  their  numbers.  Remarks.  Laud  made  bifhop  oi  London. 
The  king’s  declaration  before  the  thirty-nine  articles.  Petition  of 
the  calvinifls  againfl  it.  Proceedings  oi  the  parliament.  ^  Speeches 
of  Mr.  Roufe,  Mr.  Pym,  Sir  ?.  Elliot ,  and  Mr.  Secretary  Cook.  1  io- 
teflation  ol  the  commons  againfl  arminianifm.  Remarks  upon  bubop 
Laud's,  anfwer.  Arbitrary  proceedings  ol  the  court  with  the  par lia- 
ment.  Several  members  taken  into  cullody.  ihe  king  s  fpeech  at 
the  diffolution  ol  the  parliament.  Remarks.  Libels  againfl  the 
miniflers.  The  king’s  declaration  ol  Ins  reafons  lor  difTolvmg  tne 
parliament.  A  proclamation  againfl  preferibing  a  time  tor  calling 
parliaments  for  the  future.  Death  and  char  aft  ev  ol  Dr.  Prejlon . 
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chapter  IV. 

iom  the  .Monition  of  the  third  Parliament  of  Kin? 

Charles  I.  to  the  death  of  Archbilhop  Abbot. 

Aibitrary  methods  of  government  in  the  rrm  r 

icheme  for  governincx  the  church  Th^  1  *  >  •  n  1^1°^>  ^auc^ 3 

le&urers.  Charafter  'of  the  leftt  rers  ProrX V" 
Mr.  Bernard’s  fufferintrs-  Mr  fu  Proceedings  againft  them. 

TW  r„e  of  £  &ZES. 

reqclertTo't/S^  underwent ;  ,hei,  fafeweli 

went  over  in  the  firfl-  ^  ^  o  nim^ers  °f  tll)e  planters  that 

ethers  cLLed  ff  6  VC  yCarS-  BP-  Covenant,  Mr  Madye,  and 
SaSnftll ^raCl '1$  T"  Predeilillati°n-  Dr.  Laghton 

^  ^  nit  the  bifhops;  his  fentence,  fufferings  and  character 

Innovat.ons  introduced  Bifhop  Laud’s  confection  of  Creed  church 

Gllesus  ch,Urcb*  and  others-  Remarks.  A  proclamation  for  re’ 

£dn"fiSdn?  hCf  TVh!  ,Cat,hedra.1  ot  St‘  Pau>’s  ^ired.  Decorations 
Du  lfam  f  1°  u  JeV  S  ,and„°ther  lurches;  viz.  Canterbury, 

venuv  for  L,  beth  Chapel  .  Puntarl  preachers  expelled  the  uni- 
M  ij  preaching  againft  arminiamfm.  Hardlhips  of  Mr.  Crowder 

and  ofmMCS  P  New-Eng'and.  Death  of  Mr.  Arthur  Hilder- 

chamber  and  ^  ^  Fe°ffees  Cenfured  in  the  Aar- 

mmwl',  f  h  ,  lmPr°PriatI0ns  confifeated.  Sufferings  of  divers 

efn.  f7,Preachlnf  a8alnft  church  ornaments.  Henry  Sherfidd’s 

fenn.fd  ’  ?nd  ,fentence  of  the  court.  Mr.  Workman's  fuf- 

t'n  jot"  Bifhop  Lauds  care  ol  the  prefs.  Regulations  of  the 
Log, iff  factories  in  Holland.  The  king’s  progrefs  into  Scotland. 

£havi  dSe-°V  'ei  S“ts  Parhament.  Aits  paffed.  Bifhop  Laud's 

bnrn-h  nmT  a'$  re§L,latl0n  ot  the  htng’s  chapel  in  Edin- 

burgh.  Death  and  charaHer  ol  archbifhop  Abbot. 

CHAPTER  V. 

From  the  death  of  Archbilhop  Abbot ,  to  the  beginning  of 
the  commotions  in  Scotland  in  the  year  1 637. 

Laud  advanced  to  the  fee  ol  Canterbury.  Wakes  and  revels  on 
tne  Lord  s  day  countenanced.  Archbilhop  Laud’s  letter  about  them, 
i.uii'.op  of  Bath  and  Wells’s  anfwer.  Their  original  and  ufe.  Eeafts 
ol  dedication.  Church  ales.  Clerk  ales.  Bid  ales.  Declaration  for 

w  ' an0"  l  'r  f°rds  day‘  Gt  tlie  morality  of  the  fabbath.  Remarks, 
riaidlhipj  ol  the  puritans  with  relation  to  the  declaration.  Sufferings, 

ol  Mr.  Wit  [on  and  others  for  not  reading  it.  Sufferings  of  Mr. 
onettmg  and  his  reafons  tor  not  reading  the  book  of  fports.  Altera¬ 
tions  in  the  fervice  book.  Bowing  at  the  name  of  Jefus.  Com¬ 
munion  tables  turned  into  altars.  Mifchiefs  that  attended  it.  Argu¬ 
ments  for  and  againft  it.  Of  bowing  towards  the  furniture  of  the 
War  of  the  cathedral  of  Canterbury.  Confecration  of  the  furniture. 
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Injunctions  again  ft  le&urers.  Laud's  account  of  the  ftate  of  his 
province.  The  fentence  of  the  ftar-chamber  on  Mr.  Prynne,  Dr. 
Bajlwick ,  and  Mr.  Burton.  The  Rev.  Mr.  Cotton  removes  to  New- 
England ;  and  Mr.  Davenport ,  and  Mr.  Hooker.  Dr.  Arnes  s  death  and 
chara&er.  The  thirty-nine  articles  received  in  Ireland.  Remarks. 
Mr.  Sheppard  removes  to  New-England.  French  and  Dutch  churches 
obliged  to  conformity.  Laud's  injunctions  to  them.  They  are 
broken  up.  Foreign  proteftant  churches  difowned.  Rriei  lor  the 
Palatine  minifters:  Laud's  exceptions  to  it.  Death  and  character  of 
Mr.  Hugh  Clark ,  and  of  Mr.  John  Carter.  Sufferers  for  non-con¬ 
formity.  Mr.  Chauncey  s  recantation.  Sufferings  of  the  church¬ 
wardens  of  Beckington.  Laud's  account  of  his  metropolitical  vifita- 
tion.  Indifcreet  zeal  of  the  puritans.  Mr.  Bulkley  and  Mr.  Richard 
Mather  remove  to  New-England.  Affairs  of  Scotland.  Book  of 
canons  for  Scotland.  Remarks.  Death  and  character  of  Dr.  Siubes. 
The  archbifhop  promotes  the  bufinefs  of  the  ecclefiaftical  courts;  and 
holds  them  in  his  own  name  contrary  to  the  law.  New  ftatutes  for 
Oxford.  Bifhop’s  articles  of  vifitation  illegal.  Churchwardens’ 
oath.  Abftradf  of  Bifhop  Wren's  articles.  Mifchief  of  them.  Bifhop 
Montague's  articles  of  enquiry  concerning  feveral  forts  of  le&ures. 
Bifhop  Pierfe's  ufage  of  the  lecturers.  The  grandeur  of  the  church. 
Pride  and  ambition  of  the  clergy.  Sufferings  of  Mr.  Rogers  of 
Dedham;  of  Mr.  Nathaniel  Rogers',  and  of  Mr.  Whiteing.  Second 
fufferings  of  Prynne ,  Burton  and  Bajlwick',  and  their  fentence. 
Archbifhop  Laud's  fpeech  in  the  ftar-chamber.  The  cruel  fentence 
difgufts  the  whole  nation.  The  trial  and  fentence  of  bifhop  h  ilhams. 
The  fentence  of  Mr.  Ofbaldejlon  and  Mr.  Lilburne.  Courage  of  the 
puritans.  Libels  difperfed  againft  the  archbifhop.  Prefs  reftrained. 
Further  feverities.  The  king  forbids  the  laity  to  go  out  of  the  king¬ 
dom  without  a  licence;  and  the  minifters.  Remarks.  Approach  of  the 
clergy  towards  popery.  Uninterrupted  fucceffion  of  bifhops.  In¬ 
vocation  of  faints.  The  mafs,  and  real  prefence,  and  auricular  con- 
feftion,  preached.  Remarks.  Defign  to  unite  the  two  churches. 
Laws  againft  papifts  fulpended.  They  are  favoured  and  promoted  at 
court;  their  numbers  and  influence.  Lord  Clarendon's  account  of 
them.  1  he  civil  liberties  of  England  dellroyed.  Lord  Clarendon  a 
reprefentations  of  the  times.  Remarks. 

•  ,  CHAPTER  VI. 

From  the  beginning  of  the  commotions  in  Scotland,  to  the 

Long  Parliament  in  the  year  1640. 

Scots’  liturgy;  impofed  by  the  prerogative ;  occafions  tumults. 
Reafons  againft  it.  Petitions  againft  it,  and  a  proteftation.  Tables 
eredfed.  The  folemn  league  and  covenant  renewed.  The  band  of 
defence.  The  marquis  of  Hamilton  fent  high  commiftioner  into 
Scotland.  The  king’s  conceffions.  A  general  affembly  at  Glafgow. 
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The  bifhop's  declinator.  It  is  rejefted.  The  affembly  diffolved:  but 
continue  fitting:  their  reafons  for  fo  doing.  Preparations  of  the 

TT-ac  C0Urt  a§a‘n^  them.  Aflsof  the  affembly.  Bifhops  depofed. 
rirlf  Scots  war.  Proceedings  of  the  high  commiflions.  Settlement 
ox  the  cojomes  ol  Connecticut  and  New  Hampfhxre.  Puritan  mi- 
niflers  remove  to  New-England :  viz.  Mr.  Rogers,  Mr.  Newman,  and 
Mr.  Cdauncey .  Oliver  Cromwell  and  other  gentlemen  bound  for  New- 
England.  Others  remove  to. Holland,  viz.  Dr.  Thomas  Goodwin, 
Mr.  Nye,  Mr.  Burroughs ,  Mr.  Bridge ,  and  Mr.  Sympfon.  Heylins  re¬ 
mains.  due  king  marches  againft  the  Scots,  A  pacification.  A 
geneial  affembly  at  Edinburgh.  1  he  king’s  inftruftions  to  his  com- 
miflioner.  Tne  parliament  meets.  The  king  refufes  to  confirm  their 
aids.  Bifhop  Hall’s  divine  right  of  epifcopacy:  revifed  by  Laud. 

'  Bagshaws  readings  againft  the  bifhops.  Earl  of  Strafford  called  out 
eft  Ireland,  advifes  a  fecond  war.  The  Scots  are  encouraged  by  the 
Enghfti,  The  .  fhort  parliament.  The  king  goes  on  to  raffe  money 
by  tne  prerogative.  NIutinous  difpofition  of  the  people.  Convoca¬ 
tion  opened.  Proceedings  of  the  convocation :  continued  after  the 
diffolution  of  the  parliament.  Opinion  of  the  judges.  Several  of 
the  members  diffitisfied.  Their  proceedings.  Remarks.  Abftraft 
of  the  canons;  of  the  kingly  power ;  for  obferving  the  king’s  inau¬ 
guration  day  ;  againft  popery;  againft  focinianifm;  againft  feparatifts ; 
to  prevent  alterations  in  the  church  government;  the  oath  called  Et 
C cetera ;  of  rites  and  ceremonies;  preaching  for  conformity.  They 
are  unacceptable  to  the  clergy.  The  execution  of  them  fufpended. 
Second  Scots  war.  Sad  condition  of  the  court  at  the  calling  of  the 
longparliament.  Death  and  character  of  Mr.  Ball,  of  Mr.  Cliadderton , 
of  Dr.  Neile  archbifhop  of  York,  and  of  Mr.  Jofeph  Mede . 

CHAPTER  VII.  '  ' 

\ 

The  Character  of  the  Long  Parliament,  Their  arguments 
againft  the  late  convocation  arid  canons.  The  impeach¬ 
ment  of  Dr.  William  Laud ?  archbifhop  of  Canterbury. 
Votes  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  againft  the  promoters  of 
the  late  innovations. 

Long  parliament.  Their  religious  character.  Charadierof  the  leading 
members  amongft  the  peers :  earl  of  EJjex ,  earl  of  Bedford ,  lord  Kimoolton , 
and  earl  of  Warwick.  Charadler  ol  the  leading  members  in  the  houfe 
of  commons;  of  Mr.  Lenthal  the  fpeaker,  Mr.  Pym,  Mr.  Hoiks ,  fir 
Henry  Vane ,  fenior,  fir  John  Hot  ham,  and  Mr.  Hampden.  Of  the  earl 
of  Effex’s  party,  and  others.  Long  parliament  opened.  They  appoint 
committees.  Speeches  againft  the  late  canons.  Refolutions  againft 
them.  Remarks.  Proceedings  of  the  convocation.  Mr.  JVarmij- 
tre  s  fpeech.  They  difperfe.  Objections  of  the  commons  againft 
the  late  convocation,  and  againft  the  canons.  Obj  eft  ions  to  the 
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Ft  Cetera  oath.  Remarks.  Archbifhop  Laud  impeached  of  high 
treafon  The  Scots  charge.  His  grace’s  reply.  Sir  H.  Grimftone’s 
foeech  againft  him.  He  is  impeached  by  the  Enghfh  parliament.  He 
committed  to  the  ufher  of  the  black-rod.  Heads  of  the  impeach¬ 
ment  of  the  houfe  of  commons.  The  archbiihop  fpeaks  for  lmnlelf. 
He  is  fenttothe  Tower.  Priloners  ot  the  prerogative  releafed  viz. 
bifhop  of  Lincoln,  Pryrme,  Burton,  and  Bajlwick.  Hu  Leightons 
petition  He  is  releafed.  Dr.  OJbaldeJlon,  and  others.  Authors  of 
the  late  innovation  confuted:  bifhop  iVrtn,  and  feveral  other  clergy¬ 
men.  Mutinous  behaviour  ot  the  people.  Votes  to  prevent  it. 
Service  of  the  church  of  England  neglected.  Hdtory  of  the  inde- 
pendants  continued:  of  Mr.  Latborpe ,  Mr.  Cann,  Mi  Lowe,  ana  I  r. 
Moore.  They  appear  in  publick.  Votes  of  parliament  again  ft  inno¬ 
vations.  Votes  againft  fublcriptions  of  the  univerfity.  Defign  ot 

their  votes. 

CHAPTER  VIII. 

The  antiquity  of  Liturgies  and  of  the  Epifcopal  Order,  de¬ 
bated  between  biihop  Hall  and  smectymnuus.  Peti¬ 
tions  for  and  againft  tbe  hierarchy.  Roo  r  and  branch 
petition.  The  minifters’  petition  for  reformation. 
Speeches  upon  the  petitions.  Proceedings  againft  papifls. 

Pamphlets  for  and  againft  epifcopacy.  Bifhop  Hall's  divine  right 
of  epifcopacy.  Anfwered  by  smectymnuus.  Abftraft  of  the 
controverfy  upon  the  antiquity  of  liturgies.  Biihop  Hall  s  argument. 
Smectymnuus  for  the  liberty  of  prayer.  Primitive  manner  of  worfhip. 
Bifhop  Hall's  commendation  of  the  Englifh  liturgy.  Smeftymnuus’ 
reply.  Bifhop  Hall's  conceflions  about  liberty  of  prayer;  defence 
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CHAP.  I. 

From  the  Demife  of  Queen  Elizabeth  to  the  Death 

of  Archbijhop  Bancroft. 


^HE  Royal  Houfe  of  the  Stuarts  has  not  been  more 
calamitous  to  the  Englifh  church  and  nation,  in  the  male 
defcendants,  than  fuccefsful  and  glorious  in  the  female: 
The  four  Kings  of  this  line,  while  in  power,  were  declared 
enemies  of  our  civil  conflitution ;  they  governed  without  law, 
levied  taxes  by  the  prerogative,  and  endeavoured  to  put  an 
end  to  the  very  being  of  parliaments.  With  regard  to  re¬ 
ligion;  the  two  firft  were  neither  found  proteflants  nor  good 
catholicks,  but  were  for  reconciling  the  two  religions,  and 
meeting  the  papifts  half  way ;  but  the  two  lafl  went  over 
entirely  to  the  church  of  Rome,  and  died  profefledly  in  her 
communion.  The  female  branches  of  this  family  being 
married  among  foreign  proteflants,  were  of  a  different  damp, 
being  more  inclined  to  puritanifm  than  popery;  one  of 
them  [ [Mary ,  eldeft  daughter  of  King  Charles  I.]  was  mo¬ 
ther  of  the  great  King  William  III.  the  glorious  deli¬ 
verer  of  thefe  kingdoms  from  popery  and  flavery;  and 
another  [Elizabeth  daughter  of  King  fames  1.1  was  grand- 
Vol,  Ih  B  mother 
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mother  of  his  late  majelly  King  George  I.  in  whom  the 
proteflant  fucceffion  took  place,  and  whofe  numerous  de- 
fcendants  in  the  perfon  and  offspring  of  his  prefent  majefty, 

are  the  defence  and  glory  of  the  whole  proteflant  interefl 
in  Europe. 

Kiiig  "James  was  thirty-fix  years  of  age  when  he  came  to 
the  Englifh  throne,  having  reigned  in  Scotland  from  his  in¬ 
fancy.  In  the  year  1589,  he  married  the  Princefs  Anne, 
lifter  to  the  King  of  Denmark,  by  whom  he  had  three  chil¬ 
dren  living  at  this  time,  Henry  Prince  of  Wales,  who  died 
before  he  was  nineteen  years  of  age,  [1612]  Elizabeth 
nfarried  to  the  EleCtor  Palatine  1613;  and  Charles,  who 
lucceeded  his  father  in  his  kingdoms.  His  majefty’s  beha¬ 
viour  in  Scotland  raifed  the  expectations  and  hopes  of  all 
parties;  the  puritans  relied  upon  his  majefty’s  education ; 
upon  his  fubfcribing  the  folemn  league  and  covenant;  and 
upon  various  folemn  repeated  declarations,  in  particular 
one  made  in  the  general  affembly  at  Edinburgh  1590; 
when  Handing  with  his  bonnet  off,  and  his  hands  lifted 
up  to  heaven,  “  He  praifed  God  that  he  was  born  in 
“  the  time  of  the  light  of  the  gofpel,  and  in  fuch  a  place, 
“  as  to  be  king  of  fuch  a  church,  the  fincereff  [pureftj 
“  kirk  in  the  world.  The  church  of  Geneva  (fays  he) 
“  keep  Pafche  and  Yule,  [Eafier  and  Chriftmas]  what 
“  have  they  for  them  ?  They  have  no  inftitution.  As  for 
cc  our  neighbour  kirk  of  England,  their  fervice  is  an  evil- 
“  faid  mafs  in  Englifh;  they  want  nothing  of  the  mafs 
ct  but  the  liftings.  I  charge  you,  my  good  minifters,  doc- 
“  tors,  elders,  nobles,  gentlemen,  and  barons,  to  Hand  to 
cc  your  purity,  and  to  exhort  the  people  to  do  the  fame ; 
4C  and  I,  forfooth,  as  long  as  I  brook  my  life,  fhall  maintain 

the  fame.”*  In  his  fpeech  to  the  Parliament  1598,  he 
tc  tells  them,  “  That  he  minded  not  to  bring  in  papiftical. 

or  anglicane  bifhops.”f  Nay,  upon  his  leaving  Scotland, 

to 

*  Calderwood’s  Hift.  of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  p.  256.  f  Ibid.  p.  41 8. 

f  Jamesy  when  fettled  on  the  Englifh  throne,  talked  a  different  lan¬ 
guage.  Dr.  Grey  quotes  different  paffages  to  this  purport,  with  a  view  to 
invalidate  Mr.  Neal's  authority.  The  fa£t  is  not,  that  CaUemvood  falfified, 
and  Mr.  Neal,  through  prejudice,  adopted  his  reprefentations:  but  that 
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to  take  poiTeflion  of  the  crown  of  England,  he  gave  publick 
thanks  to  God  in  the  kirk  of  Edinburgh,  cc  That  he  had 
“  left  both  kirk  and  kingdom  in  that  flate  which  he  in- 
“  tended  not  to  alter  any  ways,  his  fubjefts  living  in  peace.”  j 
But  all  this  was  kingcraft ,  or  elfe  his  majefly  changed  his 
principles  with  the  climate.  The  Scots  minifters  did  not 
approach  him  with  the  diftant  fubmiffion  and  reverence  of 
the  Englifli  bifhops,  and  therefore  within  nine  months  after 
he  afcended  the  throne  of  England,  he  renounced  prefbytery, 
and  eflablifhed  it  for  a  maxim,  No  Bifhops  no  King.  So  foon 
did  this  pious  monarch  renounce  his  principles  (if  he  had  any) 
and  break  through  the  mod  folemn  vows  and  obligations! 
When  the  long  parliament  addrelfed  king  Charles  I.  to  fet  up 
prefbytery  in  the  room  of  epifcopacy,  his  majefly  objefted 
his  coronation  oath,  in  which  he  had  fworn  to  maintain  the 
clergy  in  their  rights  and  privileges;  but  King  James  had 
no  fuch  fcruples  of  confcience;  for  without  fo  much  as  afking 
the  confent  of  parliament,  general  affembly,  or  people,  he 
entered  upon  the  moft  effe&ual  meafures  to  fubvert  the  kirk 
difcipline  which  he  had  fworn  to  maintain  with  hands  lifted 
up  to  heaven,  at  his  coronation,  and  had  afterwards  fo- 
lemnly  fubfcribed  with  his  Queen  and  family,  in  the  years 
1581  and  1590.1 

The  papifts  put  the  king  in  remembrance,  that  he  was  bom 
of  Roman-catholick  parents,  and  had  been  baptized  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  rites  and  ceremonies  of  the  church  of  Rome;  that 
his  mother,  of  whom  he  ufually  fpoke  with  reverence,  was 

a  martyr 

James  was  a  diflembler ;  and,  when  he  wrote  what  Dr.  Grey  produces  from 
his  works,  had  thrown  off  the  nialk  he  wore  in  Scotland.  See  Harris’s  Life 
of  James  I.  p.  25 — 29.  Ed. 

X  Calderwood,  p.  473. 

f  Bifhop  Warburton  cenfures  Mr.  Neal  for  not  giving,  here,  the  pro¬ 
vocation  which  the  King  had  received  from — what  he  ftiles  the  villain- 
“  ous  and  tyrannical  ufage  of  the  kirk  of  Scotland  to  him”  On  this  cen- 
fure  it  may  be  obferved,  that  had  Mr.  Neal  gone  into  the  detail  of  the 
treatment  the  King  had  met  with  from  the  Scots  clergy,  befides  the  long 
digreffion  into  which  it  would  have  led  him,  it  would  not  have  eventually 
faved  the  reputation  of  the  King.  For  Mr.  Neal  mull  have  related  the 
caufes  of  that  behaviour.  It  arofe  from  their  jealoufy,  and  their  fears  of  his 
difpofition  to  crulh  them  and  their  religion:  founded  on  fadls  delivered  to 
them  by  the  Englilh  miniftry,  and  from  his  favouring  and  employing 
.known  papifts.  The  violation  of  his  folemn  reiterated  declarations,  when 
Vol.  II.  B  2  ht 
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a  martyr  for  that  church;  and  that  he  himfelf,  upon  fundry 
occafions,  had  exprefied  no  diflike  to  her  do&rines,  though 
he  difallowed  of  the  ufurpations  of  the  court  of  Rome  over 
foreign  princes;  that  he  had  called  the  church  of  Rome 
his  mother  church;  and  therefore  they  prefumed  to  welcome 
his  majefty  into  England  with  a  petition  for  an  open  to¬ 
leration.  § 

But  the  biftiops  of  the  church  of  England  made  the  ear- 
lieft  application  for  his  majefty’s  protection  and  favour. 
As  foon  as  the  queen  was  dead,  archbifliop  Whitgift  fent  Dr. 
Nevil ,  dean  of  Canterbury,  exprefs  into  Scotland,  in  the 
name  of  all  the  bifliops  and  clergy  of  England,  to  give  his 
majefty  aflurance  of  their  unfeigned  duty  and  loyalty;  to 
know  what  commands  he  had  for  them  with  refpect  to  the 
ecclefiajlical  courts ,  and  to  recommend  the  church  of  England 
to  his  countenance  and  favour.*  The  king  replied,  that  he 
would  uphold  the  government  of  the  church  as  the  queen 
left  it;  which  comforted  the  timorous  archbifliop,  who  had 
fometimes  fpoke  with  great  uneafinefs  of  the  Scotch  mift. 

Upon  his  majefty’s  arrival  all  parties  addrefled  him,  and 
among  others  the  Dutch  and  French  churches,  and  the 
Englifh  puritans;  to  the  former  his  majefty  gave  this  anfwer, 
66  I  need  not  ufe  many  words  to  declare  my  good-will  to  you, 
“  who  have  taken  fanftuary  here  for  the  fake  of  religion;  I 
cc  am  fenfible  you  have  enriched  this  kingdom  with  feveral 
<c  arts  and  manufactures;  and  I  fwear  to  you,  that  if  any  one 

he  became  King  of  England,  fhewed  how  juft  were  thofe  fufpicions ;  and 
proved  him  to  have  been  a  diflembler.  To  thefe  remarks  it  may  be  added, 
what  provocation  conftrained  him  to  give  the  publick  thanks  and  promife, 
with  which  he  left  Scotland?  See  Dr.  Harris’s  life  of  James  I.  p.  25 — 31, 
and  Burnet’s  Hiftory  of  his  own  Times,  vol.  i.  p.  5,  Edinburgh  edition 
in  i2mo.  Ed. 

§  That  the  expectations  of  the  papifts  were  not  difappointed,  though  Dr. 
Grey  controverts  Mr.  AW’s  reprefentation,  there  is  ample  proof  given  by 
Dr.  Harris  in  his  life  of  James  I.  p.  219,  226.  .  “  It  is  certain,”  fays  Dr. 
Warner ,  “  that  he  had  on  feveral  occafions  given  great  room  to  fufpeCt, 
«  that  he  was  far  from  being  an  enemy  to  the  Roman  Catholics.  Amidft 
“  all  their  hopes,”  he  adds,  “  each  fide  had  their  fears:  whilft  James  himfelf 
“  had,  properly  fpeaking,  no  other  religion,  than  what  flowed  from  a  prin- 
“  ciple  which  he  called  kingcraft.” 

Warner’s  Ecclefiaftical  Hiftory,  vol.  ii.  p.  476,  77.  Ed. 

*  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  559. 
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«  (hall  give  you  difturbance  in  your  churches,  upon  your 
“  application  to  me,  i  will  revenge  your  caule;  and  though 
«  you  are  none  of  my  proper  fubje&s,  I  will  maintain  and 
“  cherilh  you  as  much  as  any  prince  in  the  world.”  But 
the  latter,  whatever  they  had  reafon  to  expeft,  met  with 
very  different  ufage. 

Notwithftanding  all  the  precautions  that  were  taken  to 
fecure  the  elections  of  members  for  the  next  parliament,  the 
archbifhop  wiflied  he  might  not  live  to  fee  it,  for  fear  of 
fome  alteration  in  the  church;  for  the  puritans  were  prepa¬ 
ring  petitions,  and  printing  pamphlets  in  their  own  vindica¬ 
tion,  though  by  the  archbilliop’s  vigilance  (fays  Mr.  Strype *) 
not  a  petition  or  a  pamphlet  efcaped  without  a  fpeedy  and 
effe&ual  anfwer. 

While  the  king  was  in  his  progrefs  to  London  [April, 
1603d  the  puritans  prefented  their  millenary  petition ,  fo  called, 
becaufe  it  was  faid  to  be  fubfcribed  by  a  thoufand  hands, 
thoupii  there  were  not  more  than  eight  hundred  out  of 
twenty-five  counties. f  It  is  entitled,  The  humble  petition  of 
the  minijlers  of  the  church  of  England,  defiring  reformation 
of  certain  ceremonies  and  abufes  of  the  church ;  the  preamble 
fets  forth,  T  That  neither  as  factious  men  affe&ing  a  popular 
<c  parity  in  the  church,  nor  as  fchifmaticks  aiming  at  the 
u  difloiution  of  the  ftate  ecclefiaftical,  but  as  the  faithful 
“  minifters  of  Chrift,  and  loyal  fubje&s  to  his  majefty,  they 
“  humbly  defired  the  redrefs  of  fome  abufes.  And  though 
cc  divers  of  them  had  formerly  fubfcribed  to  the  fervice-book , 
44  fome  upon  protejlation ,  fome  upon  an  expofition  given , 
44  and  fome  with  condition ;  yet  now  they,  to  the  number  of 
“  more  than  a  thoufand  minifters,  groaned  under  the  burden 
cc  of  human  rites  and  ceremonies,  and  with  one  confent  threw 
cc  themfelves  down  at  his  royal  feet  for  relief  in  the  follow- 
46  ing  particulars: 

1.  In  the  church  fervice .  cc  That  the  crofs  in  baptifm,  the 
cc  interrogatories  to  infants,  baptifm  by  women,  and  confir- 
44  mation,  may  be  taken  away;  that  the  cap  and  furplice  may 
(c  not  be  urged;  that  examination  may  go  before  the  com-? 

*  Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  ult.  p.  187. 

f  Clark’s  Life  of  Ililderfham,  p.  1 16,  annexed  to  his  General  Martyrology, 
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“  n]lunion;  that  the  ring  in  marriage  may  be  difpenfed  with; 
'  the  (ervice  may  be  abridged;  church-fongs,  and  mu- 
nek,  moderated  to  better  edification;  that  the  Lord’s  day 
may  not  be  profaned,  nor  the  obfervation  of  other  holi- 
“  days  “tiftly  enjoined;  that  minifters  may  not  be  charged 
t,°  teach  their  people  to  bow  at  the  name  of  Jefus ;  and 
that  none  but  canonical  feriptures  be  read  in  the  church. 

2.  Concerning  minifters.  “  That  none  may  be  admitted 
‘‘  but  able  men;  that  they  be  obliged  to  preach  on  the 
h'Ord  s  day;  that  fuch  as  are  not  capable  of  preaching  may 
“  be  removed  or  obliged  to  maintain  preachers;  that°non- 
“  refidency  be  not  permitted;  that  king  Edward' s  ftatute 
foi  the  lawfulnefs  of  the  marriage  of  the  clergy  be  revived; 
“  and  rbat  minifters  be  not  obliged  to  fubferibe  but  according 
“  to  law,  to  the  Articles  of  Religion,  and  the  Kino-’s  fupre- 
44  macy  only. 

j.  For  church  livings*  44  TLliat  bifhopsdeave  their  com- 
mendams  ;  that  impropriations  annexed  to  bifhopricks  and 
colleges  be  given  to  preaching  incumbents  only,  and  that 
"c  lay-impropriations  be  charged  with  a  fixth  or  feventh  part 
64  for  the  maintenance  of  a  preacher. 

4*  For  church  difcipline.  44  That  excommunication,  and 
cenfures,  be  not  in  the  name  of  lay-chancellors,  &c.;  that 
44  men  be  not  excommunicated  for  twelve-penny  matters,  nor 
44  without  confent  of  their  paflors;  that  regider’s  places,  and 
44  others  having  jurifdiftion,  do  not  put  them  out  to  farm; 
44  that  fundry  popilh  canons  be  revifed;  that  the  length  of 
fuits  in  ecclefiaftical  courts  may  be  reftrained;  that  the  oath 
exm  officio  be  more  fparingly  ufed;  and  licences  for  marriages 
44  without  banns  be  more  fparingly  granted. 

44  Thefe  things,  fay  they,  we  are  able  to  {hew  not  to  be 
44  agreeable  to  the  word  of  God,  if  it  (hall  pleafe  your  ma- 
44  jefty  to  hear  us,  or  by  writing  to  be  informed,  or  by  con- 
44  ference  among  the  learned  to  be  refolved.” 

The  king  met  with  fundry  other  petitions  of  the  like 
nature,  from  mod  of  the  counties  he  paffed  through;  but 
the  heads  of  the  two  univerfities  having  taken  offence  at  the 
millenary  petition ,  for  demifing  away  the  impropriations  an¬ 
nexed  to  bifhopricks  and  colleges,  which  (fays  Fuller') 
would  cut  off  more  than  the  nipples  of  the  breads  of  both 

univerfities 
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univerfities  in  point  of  maintenance,*  expreffed  their  refent- 
ment  different  ways:  thofe  of  Cambridge  paffed  a  grace,  June 
9th,  1603,  44  That  whofoever  in  the  univerfity  fliould  openly 
66  oppofe  by  word  or  writing,  or  any  other  way,  the  do&rinc 
«  or  difcipline  of  the  church  of  England  eftablifhed  by  law, 

“  or  any  part  thereof,  fliould  be  fufpended  ipfo  fado  from 
any  degree  already  taken,  and  be  dilabled  from  taking  any 
“  degree  for  the  future.”  About  the  fame  time  the  univer¬ 
fity  of  Oxford  publiflied  an  anfwer  to  the  minifters’  petition, 
entitled,  An  anfwer  of  the  vice-chancellor ,  dodors ,  prodors , 
and  other  heads  of  houfes  in  the  univerfity  of  Oxford ,  to  the 
petition  of  the  minifters  of  the  church  of  England ^  defiring  re- 
formation)  dedicated  to  the  king,  with  a  preface  to  the 
archbilhop,  the  chancellors  of  both  univerfities,  and  the 
two  fecretaries  of  ftate.  f  The  anfwer  fliews  the  high 

fpirit  of  the  univerfity;  it  reproaches  the  minifters  in  very 
fevere  language  for  fubfcribing  and  then  complaining ;  it 
reflects  upon  them  as  fadious  men ,  for  aftefting  a  parity  in 
the  church,  and  then  falls  feverely  on  the  Scots  reformation, 
which  his  majefty  had  To  publickly  commended  before  he 
left  that  kingdom.  It  throws  an  odium  upon  the  petition¬ 
ers,  as  being  for  a  limited  monarchy,  and  for  fubje&ing  the 
titles  of  kings  to  the  approbation  of  the  people.  It  then 
goes  on  to  vindicate  all  the  grievances  complained  of,  and 
concludes  with  befeeching  his  Majefty  not  to  fuffer  the  peace 
of  the  ftate  to  be  difturbed,  by  allowing  thefe  men  to  difturb 
its  polity.  44  Look  upon  the  reformed  churches  abroad,  (fay 
44  they)  and  wherefoever  the  defire  of  the  petitioners  takes 
44  place,  how  ill  it  fuits  with  the  ftate  of  monarchy ;  does  it 
44  become  the  fupereminent  authority  and  regal  perfon  of  a 
44  King,  to  fubjeft  his  fovereign  power  to  the  overfwaying 
44  and  all-commanding  power  of  a  prefbytery?  that  his  meek 
44  and  humble  clergy  fliould  have  power  to  bind  their  king 
44  in  chains ,  and  their  prince  in  links  of  iron?  that  is,  to  cem 
44  fure  him,  and,  if  they  fee  caufe,  to  proceed  againft  him  as 
44  a  tyrant.  That  the  fupreme  magifirate  fliould  only  be  a 
44  maintainer  of  their  proceedings,  but  not  a  commander  in 
44  them;  thefe  are  but  petty  abridgments  of  the  prerogative 

*  Fuller’s  Churcl}  Hiftory,  b,  x.  p.  23.  f  L}fe  of  W hitgift,  p.  567. 

44  royal. 
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“  royal  while  the  King  fubmits  his  fceptre  to  the  fceptre  of 
.  ^  iri  b  anc*  *lcks  the  dull;  of  the  church’s  feet.”  Thev 
tu^n  commend  the  prefent  church  government  as  the  great 
lupport  of  the  crown,  and  calculated  to  promote  unlimited 
fubjechon ;  and  aver,  “  That  there  are  at  this  day  more 
<(  leafned  mT  m  this  land,  in  this  one  kingdom,  than  are 
M  S  be, found  amonS  3,1  *e  mmilters  of  religion  in  France, 
t£  h  landers,  Germany,  Poland,  Denmark,  Geneva,  Scotland, 

or  (to  fpeak  m  a  word)  all  Europe  befides.”*  Such  a 
vainglorious  piece  of  felf-applaufe  is  hardly  to  be  met  with. 
1  hey  mu  t  have  a  mean  opinion  of  the  king’s  acquaintance 
with  the  learned  world,  to  ufe  him  in  this  manner,  at  a  time 
when,  though  there  were  fome  very  confiderable  divines’ 
among  ourfelves,  there  were  as  many  learned  men  in  the 
foreign  umverfities,  as  had  been  known  fince  the  refor¬ 
mation,  witnefs  the  Beza’s,  Scaliger’s,  Cafaubon’s,  &c. 

whole  works  have  tranfmitted  their  great  names  down  to 
poiterity. 

And  that  the  divines  of  Cambridge  might  not  come  be¬ 
hind  their  biethren  of  Oxford,  the  heads  of  that  univerfity 
wrote  a  letter  of  thanks  to  the  Oxonians ,  for  their  anfwer  to 
the  petition,  in  which  “  they  applaud  and  commend  their 
“  weighty  arguments,  and  threaten  to  battle  the  puritans 
“  with  numbers;  for  if  Saul  has  his  thoufands,  (fay  they) 
Dttvid  has  his  ton  thousands •  They  acquaint  them  with 
their  decree  of  June  q,  and  bid  the  poor  pitiful  puritans 
“  homunciones  miferrimi ]  anfwer  their  almolt  a  thoufand 
“  hooks  in  defence  of  the  hierarchy,  before  they  pretend  to 
difpute  before  fo  learned  and  wile  a  kmg.”§  .A  mean  and 
pitiful  triumph  over  honeff  and  virtuous  men,  who  aimed  at 
nothing  more  than  to  bring  the  difcipline  of  the  church 
a  little  nearer  the  ftandard  of  fcripture ! 

But  that  his  majefty  might  part  with  his  old  friends  w  ith 
fome  decency,  and  feem  to  anfwer  the  requell  of  the  peti¬ 
tioners, f  he  agreed  to  have  a  conference  with  the  two 

f  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  iv.  p.  137. 

§  Dr.  arner,  with  reafon  and  judgment,  fuppofes  that  what  determined 
James,  more  than  any  thing  elfe,  to  appoint  the  Hampton-Court  conference, 
of  which  he  would  be  the  moderator,  was,  that  he  might  give  his  new  fub- 
jefts  a  tafle  of  his  talents  for  difputation,  of  which  he  was  always  extremely 
fond  and  conceited.’ - Eccles.  Hill.  vol.  i.  p.  478.  Ed. 
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parties  at  Elampton-Court,*  for  which  purpofe  he  publilhed 
a  proclamation  from  Wilton,  O Sober  24th,  1603,  Touching 
a  meeting  for  the  hearing ,  and  for  the  determining  things  pre¬ 
tended  to  be  amifs  in  the  church.  In  which  he  declares, 
«  That  he  was  already  perfuaded,  that  the  conftitution  of 
“  the  church  of  England  was  agreeable  to  God’s  word,  and 
«  near  to  the  condition  of  the  primitive  church;  yet  becaufe 
“  he  had  received  information,  that  fome  things  in  it  were 
fcandalous,  and  gave  offence,  he  had  appointed  a  meeting 
“  to  be  had  before  himfelf  and  council,  of  divers  bifliops 
fC  and  other  learned  men,  at  which  confultation  he  hoped  to 
“  be  better  informed  of  the  ffate  of  the  church,  and  whether 
cc  there  were  any  fuch  enormities  in  it ;  in  the  mean  time  he 
“  commanded  all  his  fubjeSs  not  to  pnblifh  any  thing  againft 
“  the  ffate  ecclefiaftical,  or  to  gather  fubferiptions,  or  make 
66  fupplications,  being  refolved  to  make  it  appear  by  their 
cc  chaftifement,  how  far  fuch  a  manner  of  proceeding  was 
<c  difpleafing  to  him,  for  he  was  determined  to  preferve  the 
cc  ecclefiaftical  ft  ate  in  fuch  form  as  he  found  it  cjiabhjhed  by 
“  the  law ,  only  to  reform  fuch  abufes  as  he  fhould  find  appa- 
“  rently  proved 

The  archbiffiop  and  his  brethren  had  been  indefatigable f 
in  poffeffing  the  king  with  the  excellency  of  the  Engliffi 
hierarchy,  as  coming  near  the  praftice  of  the  primitive 
church,  and  belt  fuited  to  a  monarchical  government;  they 
reprefented  the  puritans  as  turbulent  and  factious,  inconfider- 
able  in  number,  and  aiming  at  confufion  both  in  church 
and  ffate;  and  yet,  after  all,  the  old  archbiffiop  was  doubtful 
of  the  event,  for  in  one  of  his  letters  to  Cecil ,  afterwards 
earl  of  Shrewfbury,  he  writes,  u  Though  our  humorous 
“  and  contentious  brethren  have  made  many  petitions  and 
€C  motions,  correfpondent  to  their  natures,  yet  to  my  com- 
u  fort  they  have  not  much  prevailed.  Your  lordfhip,  I  am 
fure,  does  imagine,  that  I  have  not  all  this  while  been 
idle,  nor  greatly  quiet  in  mind;  for  who  can  promife  him- 
fel  reft  among  fo  many  vipers??,§ 

The  place  of  conference  was  the  drawing-room ,  within 
the  privy  chamber  at  Hampton-Court;  the  difputants  on 

*  Life  ofWhitgift,  b.  iv.  c.  31,  p.  568.  f  lb.  p.  570. 

§  Life  ofWhitgift,  Append,  b.  iv.  No.  43.  botil 
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!i^.f!deS  Were1n?1nihlated  tbe  king-  For  the  church, 
n  fpf  .um!r  DI1°PS’  and  about  as  many  dignitaries,  viz. 
Mil  ^  f  r^  archbifliop  of  Canterbury,  Dr.  Bancroft 
bop  of  London  Dr.  Mathew  bifliop  of  Durham,  Billon 

1  'fl10P  °f  e V  ‘^che  ,ler’  Bab'mgton,  bifliop  of  Worcefter,  Rudd 
i  iop  or  St.  David  s,  IVatfon  bifliop  of  Chichefter,  Robin fon 

l  hop  of  Carhfle,  and  Dove  bifliop  of  Peterborough; — 
u  Andrews  dean  of  the  Chapel,  Overal  dean  of  St. 
1  aui  s,  Barlow  dean  of  Chefter,  Bridges  dean  of  Saliibury, 
Fieal  a  can  cr  Gloucefler,  and  King  archdeacon  of  Notting¬ 
ham;  belsdes  the  deans  of  Worcefter  and  Windfor. 

For  the  puritans  were  only  four  minifters.  Dr.  John 
Ray  no  Ids,  Dr.  d  bos.  Sparks ,  profeflors  of  divinity  in  Oxford, 
i  ll  .  Coadderton ,  and  Mr.  Knewjhibs ,  of  Cambridge.  The 
divanes  of  the  church  appeared  in  the  habits  of  their  refpec- 
tive  diitmtfions;  but  thofe  for  the  puritans  in  fur  gowns, 
like  the  -Turkey  merchants,  or  the  profeffors  in  foreign 
umvei  fines.  "When  the  king  conferred  with  the  bifliops  he 
behaved  with  foftnefs,  and  a  great  regard  to  their  character; 
but  when  the  puritan  minifters  flood  before  him,  inftead  of 
being  moderator,  he  took  upon  him  the  place  of  ref  pendent , 
and  boie  them  down  with  his  majeftick  frowns  and  threat- 
nings,  in  the  midft  of  a  numerous  crowd  of  courtiers, 
all  the  Lords  of  the  Privy  Council  being  prefent;  while 

the  bimops  flood  by,  and  were  little  more  than  fpeaators  of 
the  triumph. 

i  he  account  of  this  conference  was  publifned  at  large  only 
by  Dr.  Barlow ,  who,  being  a  party,  (fays  Fuller*)  jet  a  Jharp 
edge  or  his  own ,  and  a  olunt  one  on  his  adverfariss  weapons, 
Di .  Sparks  and  Raynolds  complained,  that  they  were  wronged 
by  that  relation;-)-  and  Dr.  Jackfon  declared,  that  Barlow 
hi  ml  elf  repented,  upon  his  death-bed,  of  the  injury  he  had 
done  the  puritan  minifters  in  his  relation  of  the  Hamtonp- 
Court  conference.  §  Mr.  Strype  has  lately  publifhed  a  letter 


of 

*  Church  Hift.  b.  x.  p.  21.  f  Pierce,  p.  153,  134. 

$  “  The  puritans,”  Dr.  Harris  obferves,  “  needed  not  to  have  com¬ 
plain  eo  To  much  as  they  have  done  of  ISarlouj .  If"  he  has  not  reprefented 
**  theii  arguments  in  as  juft  a  light,  nor  related  what  was  done  by  the  roini- 
fters  as  advantageoufty  as  truth  required,  he  has  abundantly  made  it  up 
*'  to  them  by  foewing,  that  the  bifliops,  their  adverfaries,  were  grofs  ftat- 

“  terers* 
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of  the  bifhop  of  Durham  to  Hutton  archbifliap  of  York, 
which  agrees  pretty  much  which  Barlow ;  *  but  Mr.  Patrick 
Galloway,  a  Scotfman,  has  let  things  in  a  different  light; 
from  all  thefe,  and  from  the  king’s  own  letter  to  Mr.  Blake 
a  Scotfman,  we  mult  form  the  belt  judgment  of  it  that  we  can. 

The  conference  continued  three  days,  (viz.)  Jan.  14th, 
1 6th,  and  1 8th;  the  firft  was  with  the  hilltops  and  deans 
alone,  Jan.  14th,  the  puritan  minilters  not  being  prefent; 
when  the  King  made  a  fpeech  in  commendation  of  the  hie¬ 
rarchy  of  the  church  of  England,  and  congratulated  himfelf 
that  “  he  was  now  come  into  the  promt  fed  land ;  that  he  fat 
“  among  grave  and  reverend  men,  and  was  not  a  king,  as 
“  formerly,  without  Hate ;  nor  in  a  place  where  beardlefs 
“  boys  would  brave  him  to  his  face.  He  allured  them,  he 
“  had  not  called  this  alfembly  for  any  innovation,  for  he  ac- 
knowledped  the  government  ecclefialtical,  as  now’  it  is,  to 
a  have  been  approved  by  manifold  bleffings  from  God  him- 
66  felf ;  but  becaufe  he  had  received  fome  complaints  of  dif- 
66  orders,  he  was  willing  to  remove  them  if  fcandalous,  and 
to  take  notice  of  them -if  but  trifling;  that  the  reafon 
of  his  confulting  them  by  themfelves ,  was  to  receive  fatis- 
fa&ion  from  them,  (i.)  About  fome  things  in  the  common 
prayer-book,  (2.)  Concerning  excommunication  in  the 
“  ecclefiaftical  courts.  (3.)  About  providing  fome  well 
cc  qualified  minifters  for  Ireland;  that  if  any  thing  fhouldbe 
<c  found  meet  to  be  redrefled,  it  might  be  done  without  their 
<c  being  confronted  by  their  opponents. ?,f 

In  the  common  prayer-book  his  Majefly  had  fome  ferupfes 
about  the  confirmation  of  children,  as  if  it  imported  a  confir¬ 
mation  of  baptifm.  But  the  archhifhop  on  his  knees  replied, 
that  the  church  did  not  hold  baptifm  imperfeft  without  con¬ 
firmation.  Bancroft  faid  it  was  of  apoftolical  inflitution, 


a 


u 


f<  terers,  and  had  no  regard  to  their  facred  characters;  and  that  their  mortal 
“  foe  James  had  but  a  low  underftanding,  and  was  undeferving  of  the  rank 
“  he  affirmed  in  the  republick  of  learning.  This  he  has  done  effectually, 
“  and  therefore,  whatever  was  his  intention ,  the  puritans  fhould  have  ap~ 
plauded  his  performance ,  and  appealed  to  it  for  proof  of  the  infufficiency 
f<  of  him,  who  fet  himfelf  up  as  a  decider  of  their  controverffes.” 

Harris’s  Life  of  James  I.  p.  87.  Ed. 

#  Life  of  Whitg.  Append,  b.  iv.  No.  45.  f  Fuller,  b.  x,  p.  8. 

Heb, 
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v'1;2’  Ynere  it  is  called  the  do&rine  of  the  lavino-  on 

,anQs*  .  >li.L  t0  fatisty  tbe  king,  it  was  agreed  that  the 
woras  examinauon  of  children  fhould  be  added  to  confirmation. 

s  Hl-k  %LXCTet t0  the  abJ°luti<m  of  the  church ,  as  too 

-  ‘Pa  rdTbimS  the  1  °Pe’s  Pai'd°n.  But  the  archbifhop 
is  feid  to  clear  it  up  to  the  king’s  fatisfaftion,  only  to  the 

_  3  j  i  ,  .  .  ,  words  were  to  be 

added  for  explanation  lake,  remijfion  off  ns. 

he  further  objected  to  private  baptifm,  and  baptifm  by 
•women.  It  had  been  cuftomary  till  this  time  for  bilhops  to 
Iicerde  midwives  to  their  office,  and  to  allow  their  right  to 
baptize  in  cafes  of  neceffity,  under  the  following  oath: 

“  I  Eleanor  — —  admitted  to  the  office  and  occupation  of 
£t  a  ™,dwife’  f}]l  ^ithfully  and  diligently  cxercife  the  laid 
office,  according  to  fuch  cunning  and  knowledge  as  God 
££  gwen  me,  and  that  I  will  be  ready  to  help  and  aid  as 

«  TeuP0°VlS  -n*C^  women>  bei«g  in  labour  and  travail  with 
£,  c.  ,dd’  and  Wl11  alway.s  be  ready  t0  execute  my  faid  office. 

,  °’  I  W1  not  permit  or  fuffer,  that  any  woman,  being  in 

labour  or  travail,  ffiall  name  any  other  to  be  the  father  of 
£  tbe  ebnd,  than  only  he  who  is  the  right  and  true  father 
“  thereof;  and  that  I  will  not  fuffer  any  other  body’s  child 
t(?  be  (et,  brought,  or  laid  before  any  woman  delivered  of 

-  child,  m  the  place  of  her  natural  child,  fo  far  forth  as  I 
“  ca»  know  or  underhand.  Alfo,  I  will  not  ufe  any  kind 

of  icncery  or  incantation  in  the  time  of  travail  of  any  wo- 
“ftian;  and  I  will  not  deftroy  the  child  born  of  any  wo- 
“  man,  nor  cut,  nor  pull  off  the  head  thereof,  or  otherwife 
“  difmembcr  or  hurt  the  fame,  or  fuffer  it  to  be  fo  hurt,  Ac. 
c'  ^ifo,  that  in  the  miniffration  of  the  facrament  of  baptifm* 

‘  m  tbe  bme  of  neceffity,  I  will  ufe  the  accuftomed  words  of 
tile  lame  fact  ament;  that  is  to  fay,  thefe  words  following,  or 
to  the  like  effect,  Ichriften  thee  in  the  name  of  the  Father,  the 
Son,  and  the  Holy  Ghqfi ;  and  none  other  profane  words. 
And  tit  at  in  baptizing  any  infant  born,  and  pouring  water 
on  the  head  of  the  faid  infant,  I  will  ufe  pureand  clean  wa- 
“  ter,  and  not  any  rofe  or  damafk  water,  or  water  made  of 
any'  confection  or  mixture.  And  that  I  will  certify  the 
cm  gte  of  the  parifh  church  of  every  fuch  baptizing.”* 

*  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  I.  p.  517. 
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Notwithftanding  this  oath,  Whitgift  allured  the  king,  that 
baptifm  by  women  and  lay-perfons  was  not  allowed  by  the 
church.  Others  laid  it  was  a  reafonable  practice,  the  mini- 
her  not  being  of  the  effence  of  the  facrament.  But  the 
king  not  being  fatisfied,  it  was  referred  to  confideration, 
Vvhether  the  word  curate ,  or  lawful  minifter ,  might  not  be 
inferted  into  the  rubrick  for  private  baptifm. 

Concerning  excommunication  for  lefjer  crimes  in  ecclefiaftical 
courts,  it  was  agreed,  That  the  name  fhould  be  changed, 
but  the  fame  cenfure  retained,  or  an  equivalent  there¬ 
unto  appointed.  Thefe  were  all  the  alterations  that  were 
agreed  upon  beween  the  king  and  bilhops  in  the  fiift  day’s 
conference. 

Mr.  Patrick  Galloway ,  who  was  prefent  at  the  conference, 
gives  this  account  of  it  to  the  prelbytery  of  Edinburgh. 
46  That  on  Jan.  12th  the  king  commanded  the  bilhops,  as 
44  they  would  anfwer  it  to  God  in  confcicnce,  and  to  himfelf 
44  upon  their  obedience,  to  advife  among  themfelves,  of  the 
44  corruptions  of  the  church  in  doftrine,  ceremonies,  and 
44  difcipline;  who  after  confultation  reported,  that  all  was 
44  well\  but  when  his  Majeffy  with  great  fervency  brought 
44  inftances  to  the  contrary,  the  bilhops  on  their  knees  craved 
44  with  great  earneffnefs,  That  nothing  might  be  altered ,  left 
44  pop  if  re ciif antsy  punifhed  by  penal  ftatutes  for  their  difobedi - 
44  encey  and  the  par  ita?is  punifhed  by  deprivation  from  their  calU 
44  ings  and  livings  for  non-conformity , Jhould  fay ,  they  had  jujl 
44  caufe  to  infult  upon  them ,  as  men  who  had  travailed  to  bind 
44  them  to  that  which  by  their  own  mouths  now  was  confefjed  to 
44  be  erroneous Mr.  Strype  calls  this  an  afperfion;  but  I 
am  apt  to  think  him  miftaken,  becaufe  Mr.  Galloway  adds 
thefe  words,  44  When  furidry  perfons  gave  out  copies  of 
44  thefe  aftions,  I  myfelf  took  occafion,  as  I  was  an  ear  and 
44  eye-witnefs,  to  fet  them  down,  and  prefented  them  to  his 
44  Majelty,  who  with  his  own  hand  mended  fome  things,  and 
44  eked  others  that  I  had  omitted.”  It  is  very  certain,  that 
Bilhop  Barlow  has  cut  off*  and  concealed  all  the  fpeeches 
that  his  Majelty  made  againft  the  corruptions  of  the  church, 
and  the  practices  of  the  prelates,  for  five  hours  together. 


*  Calderwood’s  Hill.  Ch„  of  Scotland,  p,  474. 
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according  to  the  teftimony  of  Dr.  Andrews  dean  of  the 

cnapel,  who  fa  id,  That  his  Majejiy  did  that  day  wonderfully 
play  the  puritan.  J  J 

The  fecond  day’s  conference  was  on  Monday,  Jan.  16 
when  the  four  mmifters  were  called  in,  with  Mr.  Galloway 
trimmer  of  Perth  in  Scotland,  on  the  one  part,  and  two 
biihops  and  fix  or  eight  deans  on  the  other,  the  reft  being 
fecluded.  i  he  King  being  feated  in  his  chair,  with  his  nobles 
SlKl  h'  J  counfellors  around  him,  let  them  know,  he  was  now 
ready  to  hear  their  objections  againft  the  eftablifhmenr. 

(  hereupon  Dr.  Raynolas ,  in  the  name  of  his  brethren,  hum¬ 
bly  requefted, 

i .  i  hat  the  doftrine  of  the  church  might  be  preferred 
pure,  according  to  God’s  word. 

f  i!ai  good  pal  tors  might  be  planted  in  all  churches, 
to  preach  the  fame. 

3.  inat  the  book  of  common-prayer  might  be  fitted  to 
more  increafe  of  piety. 

4.  That  church  government  might  be  fincerely  miniftered 
according  to  God’s  word. 

1 .  With  regard  to  the  doftrine  of  the  church,  he  requefted, 
that  to  ttiofe  words  in  the  16th  article.  We  may  depart  from 
grace,  may  be  added,  neither  totally  nor  finally,  to  make  them 
conliftent  with  the  doctrine  of  prcdejlination  in  the  17th  ar¬ 
ticle;  and  that  (if  his  majefty  pleafed)  the  nine  articles  of 
Lambeth  might  be  inferted. — That  in  the  23d  article  thefe 
words.  In  the  congregation,  might  be  omitted,  as  implying  a 
liberty  for  men  to  preach  out  of  the  congregation  without 
a  lawful  call.— j-That  in  the  25th  article  the  ground  for  con¬ 
firmation  might  be  examined;  one  paflage  confefting  it  to  be 
a  depraved  imitation  of  the  Apoftles,  and  another  grounding 
it  on  their  example;  befides,  that  it  was  too  much  work  for 
a  bifhop - 

Here  Bancroft,  no  longer  able  to  contain  himfelf,  falling 
upon  his  knees,  begged  the  king  with  great  earneftnefs  to 
flop  the  doCfor’s  mouth,  according  to  an  ancient  canon,  that 
schismatic ks  are  not  to  be  heard  againft  their  bi/hops.  It 
is  not  reafonable  (fays  he)  that  men  who  have  fubfcribed  to 
thefe  articles,  fliould  be  allowed  to  plCad  againft  their  own 
aft,  contrary  to  the  ftatute  ill  Eliz.  The  king,  perceiving 
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the  bifiiop  In  a  heat,  faid,  ‘  My  Lord ,  you  ought  not  to  inter¬ 
rupt  the  do&or,  but  either  let  him  proceed,  or  anfwer  what 
he  has  objefted.’  Upon  which  he  replied,  u  That  as  to  Ur, 
“  Raynolds’ s  firfi  obje&ion,  the  doftrine  of  predejlination  was 
u  a  defperate  doctrine;  and  had  many  people  libertines ,  who 
u  were  apt  to  fay,  If  I  Jhall  be  faved ,  /  Jh&ll  be  faved;  he 
ic  therefore  defired  it  might  be  left  at  large.  That  his  fe- 
“  cond  objection  was  trilling,  becaufe,  by  the  practice  of  the 
<c  church,  none  but  licenfed  minjjlers  might  preach  or  admini- 
“  fler  the  facrament.  And  as  to  the  doftor’s  third  objection 
“  he  faid,  that  the  hilltops  had  their  chaplains  and  curates  to 
“  examine  fuch  as  were  to  be  confirmed;  and  that  in  ancient 
“  time,  none  confirmed  but  bijhops.”  To  which  Raynolds  re¬ 
plied  in  the  words  of  St.Jerom,  That  it  was  rather  a  compliment 
to  the  order ,  than  from  any  reafon  or  neceffity  of  the  thing. 
And  whereas  the  hilltop  'tad  called  him  a  schismatic k,  he 
defired  his  majelly,  that  that  imputation  might  not  lie  upon 
him;  which  occalioned  a  great  deal  of  mirth  and  raillery 
between  the  king  and  his  nobles,  about  the  unhappy  puritans. 
In  conclusion  the  king  faid,  he  was  again!!  increafing  the 
number  of  articles,  or  duffing  them  with  theological  niceties  ; 
becaufe,  were  they  never  fo  explicit,  there  will  be  no  pre¬ 
venting  contrary  opinions.  As  to  confirmation ,  he  thought 
it  not  decent  to  refer  the  folemnity  to  a  parifli  priefl,  and 
doled  his  remarks  with  this  maxim,  No  Bi/hop,  no  King. 

After  a  long  interruption  the  doftor  went  on,  and  defired 
a  new  catechifm ,  to  which  the  king  confented,  provided  there 
might  be  no  curious  queftions  in  it,  and  that  our  agreement 
with  the  Roinan-catholicks  in  forne  points  might  not  be 
dleemed  heterodoxy.  He  further-  defired  a  new  tranfiaticn 
of.  the  bible ,  to  which  his  Majelly  agreed,  provided  it  were 
without  marginal  notes,  faying,  that  of  all  the  tranflations, 
the  Geneva  was  the  word,  becaufe  of  the  marginal  notes, 
which  allowed  difobedience  to  kings.  The  doctor  com¬ 
plained  of  the  printing'  and  difperfing  popijh  pamphlets ,  which 
reflecting  on  Bancroft’ &  character,  the  king  laid,  “  What 
“  was  done  of  this  kind  was  by  warrant  from  the  Court,  to 
“  to  nourith  the  fchifm  between  the  feculars  and  jefuits, 
**  which  was  ot  great  fervice.  Doftor,  you  are  a  better 
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That  he  did  not  intend  fuch  books  as  were  printed  in  En¬ 
gland,  but  fuch  as  were  imported  from  beyond  fea;  and  this 
feveral  of  the  privy-council  owned  to  be  a  grievance*  The 
doftor  having  prayed  that  fome  effe&ual  remedy  might  be 
provided  againft  the  profanation  of  the  Lord’s  day,  declared 
he  had  no  more  to  add  on  the  firft  head. 

2.  With  regard  to  preaching ,  the  do<ftor  complained 
of  pluralities  in  the  church;  and  prayed,  that  all  parifhes 
might  be  furnifhed  with  preaching  minifters.  Upon  which 
Bancroft  fell  upon  his  knees,  and  petitioned  his  majefty, 
that  all  parifhes  might  have  a  praying  minijlry ;  for 
preaching  is  grown  fo  much  in  fafliion,  (fays  he)  that  the 
fervice  of  the  church  is  neglected.  Befides,  pulpit  harangues 
are  very  dangerous;  he  therefore  humbly  moved,  that  the 
number  of  homilies  might  be  increafed,  and  that  the  clergy 
might  be  obliged  to  read  them  inftead  of  fermons,  in  which 
many  vented  their  fpleen  againft  their  fuperiors.  The  king 
afked  the  plaintiffs  their  opinion  of  the  bifhop’s  motion; 
who  replied,  That  a  preaching  miniftry  was  certainly  beft: 
and  moll  ufeful,  though  they  allowed,  where  preaching  could 
not  be  had,  godly  prayers,  homilies,  and  exhortations,  might 
do  much  good.  The  lord  chancellor  [ [Egerton ]  faid,  There 
were  more  livings  that  wanted  learned  men,  than  learned 
men  livings ;  let  all  therefore  have  Angle  coats  before  others 
have  doublets .  Upon  which  Bancroft  replied  merrily,  but  a 
doublet  is  good  in  cold  weather.  The  king  put  an  end  to  the 
debate,  by  faying,  he  would  confult  thebifliops  upon  this  head. 

3.  But  the  doftor’s  chief  objeftions  were  to  the  fervice - 
book  and  chur ch -government :  Here  he  complained  of  the  late 
fubfcriptions ,  by  which  many  were  deprived  of  their  miniftry, 
who  were  willing  to  fubfcribe  to  the  doftrinal  articles  of  the 
church,  to  the  king’s  fupremacy,  and  to  the  ftatutes  of  the 
realm.  He  excepted  to  the  reading  the  Apocrypha;  to  the 
interrogatories  in  baptifm ,  and  to  the  fign  of  the  crofs ;  to  the 
furplice ,  and  other  fuperjlitious  habits ;  to  the  ring  in  'marriage ; 
to  the  churching  of  women  by  the  name  of  purification.  He 
urged,  that  moft  of  thefe  things  were  reliques  of  popery;  that 
they  had  been  abufed  to  idolatry,  and  therefore  ought,  like 
the  brazen  ferpent ,  to  be  aboliftied.  Mr.  Knewftubs  faid, 
thefe  rites  and  ceremonies  were  at  beft  but  indifferent,  and 
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therefore  doubted,  whether  the  power  of  the  church  could 
bind  the  confcience  without  impeaching  chriftian  liberty. 

Here  his  Majefty  interrupted  them,  and  faid,  that  he 
apprehended  the furplice  to  be  a  very  comely  garment;  that 
the  crofs  was  as  old  as  Conftantine ,  and  muft  we  charge  him 
with  popery?  befides,  it  was  no  more  a  fignificant  fign  than 
imposition  of  hands,  which  the  petitioners  allowed  in  ordina¬ 
tion;  and  as  for  their  other  exceptions,  they  were  capable  of 
being  underftood  in  a  fober  fenfe;  “  but  as  to  the  power  of 
cc  the  church  in  things  indifferent,  (fays  his  Majefty)  I  will 
u  not  argue  that  point  with  you,  but  anfwer  as  kings  in 
cc  parliament,  Le  Roy  s’  avifera.  This  is  like  Mr.  John 
“  Black ,  a  beardlefs  boy,  who  told  me  the  laft  conference  in 
“  Scotland,  that  he  would  hold  conformity  with  me  in  doc- 
“  trine,  but  that  every  man  as  to  ceremonies  was  to  be  left 
to  his  own  liberty,  but  I  will  have  none  of  that;  I  will  have 
“  one  dodrine ,  one  difciplinc ,  one  religion  in  fubjlance  and  cere - 
cs  mony:  Never  fpeak  more  to  that  point ,  how  far  you  are 
“  bound  to  obey.” 

4.  Dr.  Ray nolds  was  going  on,  to  complain  of  excommu¬ 
nication  by  lay-chancellors ;  but  the  king  having  faid  that  he 
ftiould  confult  the  bifliops  on  that  head,  the  doftor  defire  d 
that  the  clergy  might  have  affemblies  once  in  three  weeks; 
that  in  rural  deaneries  they  might  have  the  liberty  of  prophe- 
fyings ,  as  in  archbifhop  Grindal' s  time;  that  thofe  cafes  which 
could  not  be  refolved  there,  might  be  referred  to  the  arch- 
deacon’s  vifitation ,  and  from  thence  to  the  diocefan  fynod , 
where  the  bifliop  with  his  preflbyters  ftiould  determine  fuch 

points  as  were  too  difficult  for  the  other  meetings  - - Here 

the  king  broke  out  into  a  flame,  and  inftead  of  hearing  the 
doctor’s  reafons,  or  commanding  his  bifliops  to  anfwer 
them,  told  the  minifters ,  that  he  found  they  were  aiming 
at  a  Scots  prefbytery,  “  which  (fays  he)  agrees  with  mo- 
“  narchy  as  well  as  God  and  the  devil;  then  Jack  and 
“  Tom,  Will  and  Dick ,  (hall  meet,  and  at  their  pleafure  cen- 
“  fure  both  me  and  my  council.  Therefore,  pray  ftay  one 
feven  years  before  you  demand  that  of  me,  and  if  then  you 
“  find  me  purly  and  fat,  and  my  windpipe  fluffed,  I  will 
perhaps  hearken  to  you;  for  let  that  government  be  up, 
and  I  am  fure  I  fliall  be  kept  in  breath;  but  till  you  find  I 
Vol,  II.  c  “  grow 
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u  ST°vkzY,  pray  let  that  alone.  I  remember  how  they 
u  11  .e  .  Poor  lady  my  mother  in  Scotland,  and  me  in  my 
minority.”  Then  turning  to  the  bifhops,  he  put  his  hand 
to  his  hat  and  laid,  “  My  Lords ,  I  may  thank  you  that  thefe 
C6  Puritans  plead  for  my  iupremacy,  for  if  once  you  are  out 
and  they  in  place,  I  know  what  would  become  of  my  fu- 
“  Premacy?  for,  No  Bijhop ,  w  King.  Well,  doftor,  have 
,  you  a^y  thing  elfe  to  offer?’'  Dr.  Raynolds,  ‘  No  more ,  if 
jr  p  cafe  your  MajeJiy .’  Then  riling  from  his  chair,  the 
am,  if  this  be  a!!  your  party  have  to  fay ,  I  will  make 
\  them  inform,  or  I  will  hurry  them  out  of  this  land ,  or  elfe 
worfe ;  and  he  was  as  good  as  his  word. 

^  .  endod  the  fecond  day’s  conference,  after  four 

hours  difcourfe,  with  a  perfect  triumph  on  the  fide  of  the 
church;  the  puritan  minifters  were  infulted,  ridiculed,  and 
laughed  to  fcorn,  without  either  wit  or  good  manners.  One 
of  the  council  laid,  he  now  faw  that  a  puritan  was  a  protef 
taut  fight  cdi  out  of  his  wits .  Another,  that  the  minifters 
looked  more  like  Turks  than  Chrijlians ,  as  appeared  by  their 
habits.  Sir  Edward  Peyton  confeffed,  that  Dr.  Raynolds  and 
his  brethren  had  not  freedom  of  fpeech;  but  finding  it  to  no 
purpofe  to  reply,  they  held  their  peace.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  bifhops  and  courtiers  flattered  the  king’s  wifdom  and 
learning  beyond  rneafure,  calling  him  the  Solomon  of  the  age. 
Bancroft  fell  upon  his  knees,  and  find,  “  I  proteft  my  heart 
meketh  for  joy,  that  Almighty  God,  of  his  lingular  mercy, 
has  given  us  fuch  a  king,  as  fince  Chrift's  time  has  not 
been.  Chancellor  Egerton  faid,  He  had  never  feen 
tne  king  and  pnefl  lo  fully  united  in  one  perfon.  §  ”  His 
majefly  was  no  lefs  fatisfied  with  his  own  conduct;  for  in 
his^  letter  to  Mr.  Blake  a  Scotfman,  he  told  him.  That  he 
had  found ly  peppered  oil  the  puritans,  that  they  had  fled 
before  him,  and  that  their  petitions  had  turned  him.  more 
earneftly  againfl  them.  u  It  were  no  reafon,  (fays  his  ma- 
J£fty)  ^irat  thofe  who  refule  the  airy  fign  of  the  crofs  after 
“  baptifm,  fliould  have  their  purfes  fluffed  with  any  more 

§  A  modern  prelate  has  faid,  “  Sancho  Pancha  never  made  a  better 
“  ipcech,  nor  more  to  the  pr-rpofe,  daring  his  government.” 

Bp.  Warbur  ton’s  notes  on  Neal.  Ed. 

“  folid 
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“  folid  and  fubftantial  crofies. - They  fled  me  fo  from 

“  argument  to  argument,  without  ever  anfwering  me  direftly, 
«  ( ut  eft  eorum  rnoris )  that  I  was  forced  to  tell  them,  that  if 
“  any  of  them,  when  boys,  had  difputed  thus  in  the  college, 
“  the  moderator  would  have  fetched  them  up,  and  applied 

“  the  rod  to  their  buttocks. - 1  have  a  book  of  theirs  that 

“  may  convert  infidels,  but  fhall  never  convert  me,^  except 

by  turning  me  more  earneftly  again! t  them.”- - 1  his  was 

the  language  of  the  Solomon  of  the  age.  I  leave  the  reader 
to  judge,  how  much  fuperior  this  wife  monarch  was  in  the 
knowledge  of  antiquity,  or  the  art  of  fyllogifm,  to  Dr.  Ray- 
nolds ,  who  was  the  oracle  of  his  time  for  acquaintance 
with  ecclefiaftical  hiftory,  councils  and  fathers,  and  had  lived 
in  a  college  all  his  days. 

The  third  day’s  conference  was  on  Wednefday  Jan.  1 8th, 
when  the  biihops  and  deans,  were  firfl  called  into  the  privy 
chamber  with  the  civilians,  to  fatisfy  the  king  about  the 
high  commijfion  and  the  oath  ex  officio ,  which  they  might 
eafily  do,  as  being  principal  branches  of  his  prerogative. 
When  the  king  laid  he  approved  of  the  wifdom  of  the  law 
in  making  the  oath  ex  officio ,  the  old  arcbifhop  was  fo  tram- 
ported,  as  to  cry  out,  Undoubtedly  your  Mayefy  f peaks  by  the 
f pedal  affiiftance  of  God's  fpirit .  A  committee  of  bifhops  and 
privy  counfellors  was  then  appointed  to  confider  of  leffening 
the  charges  in  the  high  commiflion,  and  for  planting  fchools, 
and  proper  minifters  in  the  kingdom  of  Ireland,  and  on  the 
borders  of  England  and  Scotland.  After  which  Dr.  Ray- 
nolds  and  his  brethren  were  called  in,  not  to  difpute,  but 
only  to  hear  the  few  alterations  or  explanations  in  the  com¬ 
mon-prayer-book  already  mentioned;  which  not  anfwering 
their  expectations,  Mr.  Ghadderton  fell  on  his  knees,  and 
humbly  prayed,  that  the  furplice  and  crofs  might  not  be 
,urged  on  fome  godly  minifters  in  Lancafhire;  and  Mr. 
Knewfubs  defired  the  fame  favour  for  fome  Suffolk  minifters; 
which  the  bifhops  were  going  to  oppofe,  but  the  king  re¬ 
plied  with  a  ftern  countenance,  u  We  have  taken  pains 
<c  here  to  conclude  in  a  refolution  for  uniformity,  and  you 
cc  will  undo  all  by  preferring  the  credit  of  a  few  private  men 
6C  to  the  peace  of  the  church;  this  is  the  Scots  way,  but  f 
“  will  have  none  of  this  arguing,  therefore  let  them  con- 
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“  hX’andMhat  qui,ckI}r  t00’  or  the7  hear  of  it;  the 
„  ^  °PS  Wlil /lve  feme  time,  but  if  any  are  of  an 

«  to  cXmty!”*bUlent  fpint’  1  WiH  haVC  them  enWd 

nJbU^ckd  t!11S  mck  confcrencei  for  it  deferves  no  better 

‘  i  rC  !  ,nf*  Prf  loufly  concluded  between  the  king 

a  *  l0^>  CrOTn  1  ie  Puritans  were  brought  upon  the 

nof  with  56  r‘lde  r  peftacIe  to  thdr  enem’es5  and  borne  down 
not  with  calm  reafon  and  argument,  but  with  the  royal  au- 

iud^n^c  \diJfeni’  *e  king  making  himfelf  both 
Jfelk  d  pan/-j  No  wonder,  therefore,  if  Dr.  Raynolds 
f  1  below  himfelf,  and  loft  feme  part  of  his  eftcem  with  the 
p  n  ans,  ^emg  oveuiwed  by  the  place  and  company,  and  the 
SIS?  ftates  ff,h>s  Sovereign  opponent.  The  puritans 

rafo„t  bcc-X'”  J  ImS  COnfcr“Ce’  f°r  Ihe  foiIo"'i"S 

««  1'c  ^  Pc  m,.uipcers  appointed  to  fpeak  for  them  were  not 

u  °,  1  lc.n  nomir!‘‘don  or  choofing,  nor  of  one  judgment  in 
t£  VePoints  of  controverfy;  for  being  defined  by  their  bre- 
<t  lurfn  P  arSue  agamlt  the  corruptions  of  the  church  as  limply 
ce  f!\  thef  5ephed,  they  were  not  fo  perfuaded.  Being 
u  ,ut 'a  dlied  to  acquaint  the  king,  that  fome  of  their 
tiennen  thought  them  finful,  they  refufed  that  alfo. 

„  *  “  .In  th.ls  ,matlne.r  ended  th;s  conference ;  which,”  obferves  Dr.  Warner, 

„  convl"ced  the  puritans  they  were  miftaken  in  depending;  on  the  Kira’s 
,,  pr°tea.I0'?;  h'llich  convinced  the  King  that  they  were  not  be  won  by 
J  p. .  magntficant  conceffions ;  and  which,  if  it  did  not  convince  the 
,,  „n'  v  -cl,ocii,  and  the  bilhops,  that  they  had  got  a  Solomon  for  their 
tving,  yet  they  fpoke  of  him  as  though  it  did.”  Ecclef.  Hift.  vol;  ii.  p.  482. 

„  “  Tbls  conference  ”  fays  another  writer,  “  was  but  a  blind  to  introduce 
„  eptfeopaev  in  Scotland ;  all  the  Scotch  noblemen  then  at  court  being-  de- 
„  ';Snfed  to^e  P,ref™t>  and  others,  both  noblemen  and  minifters,  being  called 
_  up  jl0JT1  Scotland  by  the  King’s  letter  to  aflift  at  it.  Dr.  Weiwood 
as  quoted  by  Crolby.  Hift.  of  Engl.  Baptifts,  vol.  i.  p.  85.  Ed. 

§  The  conclufion  of  his  addrefs  to  the  puritan  minifters,  at  this  confe 
rence,  as  it  was  a  curious  fpecimen  of  the  King’s  logick,  fo  it  was  a  proof  of 
t  >.e  niiOient  and  tyrannical  {pint,  with  which  he  aimed  to  bear  down  all 
oppofitton.  “  If,”  faid  he,  “  this  be  all  your  party  hath  to  fay,  I  will  make 
t.iem  con.orm  themfelves,  or  elfe  I  will  harrie  them  out  of  the  land,  or 
,  e  ,  do  lyor.e,  only  hang  them,  that's  all,"  It  is  very  evident,  from  this, 
t'iat  ne  trufted  more,  as  it  has  been  o'oferved  by  a  modern  writer,  to  the  power 
*ji  hanging  than  of  convincing  his  adverfaries. 

Jccrct  i.  liftoi  y  of  the  Court  and  Reign  of  Charles  II,  vol.  i. 
Introduction,  p  23,  the  note.  Ed. 
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u  Laftly,  being  defired  to  give  their  reafons  in  writing,  why 
“  they  thought  the  ceremonies  only  indifferent \  or  to  anfwer 
“  the  reafons  they  had  to  offer  to  prove  them  finful ,  they 
u  would  do  neither  one  nor  other. 

2.  “  Becaufe  the  points  in  controverfy  were  not  tho- 
cc  roughly  debated,  but  nakedly  propounded,  and  fome  not 
^  at  all  touched.  Neither  was  there  any  one  argument  to 
“  the  purpofe  purfued  and  followed. 

3.  “  Becaufe  the  prelates  took  the  liberty  of  interrupting 
“  at  their  pleafure  thofe  of  the  other  fide,  infomuch  that  they 
u  were  checked  for  it  by  the  king  himfelf.” 

They  objected  alfo  to  the  account  of  the  conference  by 
Dean  Barlow ,  as  publifhed  without  the  knowledge,  advice  or 
confent  of  the  other  fide,  and  therefore  deferving  no  credit; 
they  faid  that  Dr.  Moreton  had  called  fome  part  of  it  in  quef- 
tion,  and  reftified  fome  fpeeches  fathered  on  the  king:  be- 
fides,  that  the  prelates  only  were  prefent  at  the  firft  day’s 
conference,  when  the  principal  matters  were  determined. 

“  Therefore  the  puritan  minijlers  offer  (if  his  majefty  will 
<£  give  them  leave)  in  one  week’s  lpace  to  deliver  his  ma- 
*£  jeffy  in  writing,  a  full  anfwer  to  any  argument  or  aflertion 
propounded  in  that  conference  by  any  prelate;  and  in 
the  mean  time  they  do  aver  them  to  be  molt  vain  and 
<c  frivolous.” 

If  the  bifhops  had  been  men  of  moderation,  or  if  the  king 
had  difcovered  any  part  of  that  wifdom  he  was  flattered  with, 
all  parties  might  nave  been  made  eafy  at  this  time;  for  the 
bifhops,  in  fuch  a  criiis,  would  have  complied  with  any  thing 
his  majefty  had  infilled  on;  but  the  king’s  cowardice,  his 
love  of  flattery,  his  high  and  arbitrary  principles,  and  his  mor¬ 
tal  hatred  of  the  puritans,  loft  one  of  the  fairefl  opportunities, 
that  had  ever  offered,  to  heal  the  divifions  of  the  church. 

On  the  5th  of  March  the  king  publifhed  a  proclamation, 
in  which  he  fays,  “  That  though  the  doctrine  and  difciplme 
cc  of  the  eftablifhed  church  were  unexceptionable,  and  agree- 
able  to  primitive  antiquity,  nevcrthelefs  he  had  given  way 
v£  to  a  conference,  to  hear  the  exceptions  of  the  non-con- 
■c  formifts,  which  he  had  found  very  {lender;  but  that  fome 
few  explanations  of  paffages  had  been  yielded  to  for  their 
fapsfaftion;  therefore  he  now  requires  and  enjoins  all  his 
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fl^CaS  con^orm  t0  as  the  only  publick  form  eftah - 

lifhed  in  ibis  realm ;  and  admonilhes  them  not  to  expeft  any 

fuither  alterations,  for  that  his  refolutions  were  abfolutely 
“  fettled.”  The  common-prayer-book  was  accordingly 
printed  with  the  amendments,  and  the  proclamation  prefixed. 

It  was  a  high  {train  of  the  prerogative,  to  alter  a  form  of 
worfhip  ejlab lifhed  by  law ,  merely  by  a  royal  proclamation, 
without  confent  of  parliament  or  convocation!  for  by  the 
fame  power  that  his  majefly  altered  one  article  in  the 
Iituigy,  he  might  fet  afide  the  whole,  every  fentence  being 
equally  eltablifhed  by  aft  of  parliament;  but  this  wife  mo¬ 
narch  made  no  fcruple  of  difpenfing  with  the  laves.  How¬ 
ever,  the  force  of  all  proclamations  determining  with  the 
king  s  life,  and  there  being  no  fubfequent  aft  of  parliament 
to  eftablifh  thefe  amendments,  it  was  argued  very  juffly  in 
the  next  reign,  that  this  was  not  the  liturgy  of  the  church 
of  England  eftablijhed  by  law ,  and  confequently  not  binding 
upon  the  clergy. 

A  fortnight  before  this  conference  was  held  died  the  learned 
and  reverend  Mr.  Thomas  Cartwright ,  one  of  the  chief  of  the 
puritans,  and  a  great  fufferer  for  non-conformity.  He  was 
born  in  Hertfordfhire,  1535,  and  entered  into  St.  John’s 
college,  Cambridge,  1550,  where  he  became  a  hard  fludent, 
never  fleeping  above  five  hours  in  a  night.  During  the  reign 
of  queen  Mary  he  left  the  univerlity,  and  became  a  lawyer’s 
clerk;  but  upon  the  acceffion  of  queen  Elizabeth  he  refumed 
his  theological  ftudies,  and  was  chofen  fellow  of  Trinity  col¬ 
lege  in  the  year  1563.  The  year  following  he  bore  a  part 
in  the  philofophy  aft  before  the  queen.  In  the  year  t  ^67, 
lie  commenced  bachelor  of  divinity,  and  three  years  after 
was  chofen  Lady  Margaret's,  profeffor.  He  was  fuch  a 
popular  preacher,  that  when  his  turn  came  at  St.  Mary’s, 
the  fexton  was  obliged  to  take  down  the  windows.  But  Mr, 
Cartwright  venturing  in  feme  of  his  lectures  to  fhew  the 
defefts  of  the  difeipline  of  the  church,  as  it  then  flood,  was 
queftioned  for  it  before  the  Vice-Chancellor,  denied  his 
doftor’s  degree,  and  expelled  the  univerlity,  as  has-been  re¬ 
lated.  He  then  travelled  to  Geneva,  and  afterwards  became 
preacher  to  the  Englifh  merchants  at  Antwerp.  King  fames 
invited  him  to  be  profeffor  in  his  univerlity  of  St.  Andrews’, 

which 
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which  he  declined.  After  his  return  from  Antwerp  he  was 
often  in  trouble  by  fufpenfions,  deprivations,  and  long 
imprifonment;  at  length  the  great  Earl  of  Leicefter ,  who 
knew  his,  worth,  made  him  governor  of  his  hofpital  in  War¬ 
wick,'  where  he  ended  his  days,  Dec.  27th,  1603.  He 
was  certainly  one  of  the  mod  learned  and  acute  difputants  of 
his  age,  but  very  ill  ufed  by  the  governing  clergy. .  He  wrote 
feveral  books  befides  his  controverfy  with  archbifliop  Whit- 
gift ?  as,  his  Latin  comment  on  Ecclefiaftes,  dedicated  to  king 
4 James ,  in  which  he  thankfully  acknowledges  his  being  ap¬ 
pointed  profeffor  to  a  Scots  univerfity:  his  celebrated  confuta¬ 
tion  of  the  Rhemifl  tranflation  of  the  New-Teftament,  to 
which  work  he  was  folicited  not  only  by  Sir  Francis  Waljing- 
ham ,  but  by  letter  under  the  hands  of  the  principal  divines  of 
Cambridge,  as  Roger  Goad ,  Wm.  IFhitaker ,  Thomas  Crooke 9 
John  Ireton ,  Wm.  Fulke ,  John  Field ,  Nicholas  Crane ,  Gibs 
Seinthe ,  Rich.  Gardiner ,  Wm.  Clarke ,  &c.  Such  an  opinion 
had  thefe  great  men  of  his  learning  and  abilities.  He  was  a 
perfon  of  uncommon  induilry  and  piety,  fervent  in  prayet,  a 
frequent  preacher,  and  of  a  meek  and  humble  fpirit.  In  his 
old  age  he  was  fo  troubled  with  the  Hone  and  gout  by  frequent 
lying  in  prifons,  that  he  was  obliged  always  to  ffudy  on  his 
knees.  His  laft  fermon  was  on  Ecclef.  xii.  7.  Then  Jhall  the 
dujl  return  to  the  earth,  and  the  fpirit  foal l  return  to  God  who 
gave  it.  The  Tuefday  following  he  was  two  hours  on  his 
knees  in  private  prayer,  and  a  few  hours  after  quietly  re- 
figned  his  fpirit  to  God,  in  the  68th  year  of  his  age,  and 
was  buried  in  his  own  hofpital.  The  famous  Mr.  Dod 
preached  his  funeral  fermon.* 

Six  weeks  after  died  his  great  antagonift  Dr.  John  Whitgift , 
archbifliop  of  Canterbury;  who  was  born  at  Great-Grimiby 
in  Lincolnshire  in  die  year  1 530,  and  educated  in  Pembroke- 
hall,  and  was  fellow  of  Peter- houfe,  Cambridge.  He  com¬ 
plied  with  the  changes  in  Queen  Mary's  reign,  though  he 
difapproved  of  her  religion.  He  commenced  doftor  of  divinity 
1  ^69;  and  was  afterwards  Margaret  and  .Queen's  profeffor, § 

*  Clarke’s  Lives  annexed  to  his  General  Martyrolqgy,  p.  16. 

§  For  his  fake  the  falary  of  Lady  Margaret's  profeffarfhip  was  railed 
from  20  marks  to  20I.  And  it  is  obferved  to  his  honour,  that  this  prelate 
was  the  great  reftorer  of  order  and  di  fcipline  in  the  univerfity  of  Cambridge, 
when  deeply  wounded  and  aim  oft  funk. 

Granger’s  I  lift,  of  England,  Svo.vol.  i.  p  206  Ed. 
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Hivin* ,  b“»  * 

rhebLni  fm  ?’  qUCen  advanced  h!m  firft  to 
of  cS„n  H  °rcefer’/nd  *" '°  archbiflioprick 

oLfflna  f7'  H  W?S  l  fevere  §overnor  of  the  church, 
piefimg  conformity  with  the  turnoff  rigour, II  in  which  her 

ajefty  always  gave  him  her  countenance  and  fupport  He 

of  poor  £ 

f  rn  h™lHg  in  thC  ?°fc  ull'form!ty.  Mr.  tut 

abrt’e  noThtol  ^  r  Tf  l”d  8°°d  '“2"^  1*  «*M 
1  ate  nothing.  _  Sir  G.  Paul,  the  writer  of  his  life,  fays  that 

choler  was  h.s  chief  infirmity, |  which  has  fufficiently  ap¬ 
peared  by  the  account  already  given  of  the  many  perfections 

un£rb°nSt’  andnU11j.ufllfiable  hardfliips  the  puritans  buffered 
under  his  adminiftration ;  notwithftanding  which  they  increafed 

piodigioufly,  infomuch,  that  towards  the  latter  end  of  his  life 

Ins  Grace  grew  weary  of  the  invidious  employment;  and  being 

afiaid  of  king  James  s  firft  parliament,*  died  (as  it  is  faid) 

w  nh  gi  lef  before  it  met,  defiring  rather  to  give  an  account  of 

his  hijhopnck  to  God  than  exercife  it  among  men.%  He  had  been 

“l  C0u;t  the  bld  Sunday  m  Lent,  and  as  he  was  going  to  the 
council-chamber  to  dinner  was  feized  with  the  dead  palfy  on 
tue  right  fide,  and  with  the  lofs  of  his  fpeech;  upon  which  he 

was  can  ied  firfi:  to  the  lord  treafurer’s  chamber,  and  after¬ 
wards  to  Lambeth,  where  the  king  vifited  him  on  Tuefday 
out  not  being  able  to  converfe,  he  lifted  up  his  eyes  and  hand’ 
-miu  laid,  pro  Ecclefia  Dei,  which  were  his  laft  words.  He 
won. c  have  written  folnething,  but  could  not  hold  his  pen. 

‘  r  ibeab<yen creafing  he  expired  the  next  day,  being  the  2  nth 

•Ui  i  f  ult-  73’  and  was  buried  at  Croydon  on  the 

*?7l  1  of -March  .ollowing,  where  he  has  a  fair  monument,  with 

J  'f  C%ICS  ^  length  upon  it.  He  was  an  hofpitable  man,  and 

uluaily  travelled  with  a  great  retinue;  in  the  year  i  c8o  he 

came  into  Canterbury  with  a  train  of  five  hundred  horfe,’  of 
v.  mca  one  hundred  were  his  own  fervants.  lie  founded  an 

„  ,!l  “  fven  fomctimes  it  may  be,”  fays  Dr.  Warner,  “  beyond  all  other 
law,  but  that  of  her  Majefty’s  pleafure.”  Ed. 

t  Life  of  Whitgift,  p.  1 08.  *  Fuller’s  Church  Hift.  b.  x.  p.  2  r 

.  *  StrV?e’f  Yord%  Dr-  Grey  fays,  are,  Et  nunc  Domine  exaltata  eft  moa 

quo.,  ,n  eo  temnore  fuccubui,  quando  mallem  epifcopatus  met 
c  c viei e  raiioncni,  (juani  inter  horn? nps  exercere.  Ed. 

hofpital 
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hofpital  and  free  fchool  at  Croydon,  and  though  he  was  a 
cruel  perfecutor  of  the  puritans,  yet,  compared  with  his  fuc- 
ceffor  Bancroft ,  he  was  a  valuable  prelate. 

Before  the  meeting  of  the  parliament  the  king  iffued  out 
two  proclamations,  one  commanding  all  jefuits  and  priefts  in 
orders  to  depart  the  kingdom,  [Feb.  22,  1603J  wherein, 
he  was  very  careful  to  let  the  world  know,  that  he  did  not 
banifli  them  out  of  hatred  to  the  catholick  religion;  but  only 
for  maintaining  the  Pope’s  temporal  power  over  princes." 
The  other  was  againft  the  puritans,  in  which  there  was  no 
indulgence  for  tender  confidences; — all  muff  conform,  or 
fuffer  the  extremities  of  the  law.f 

The  king  opened  his  find  feilion  of  parliament  with  a 
long  fpeech,  in  which  there  are  many  ftrokes  in  favour  of  ty¬ 
ranny  and  arbitrary  power:  cc  His  majefty  acknowledges  the 
Roman  church  to  be  his  mother  churchy  though  defiled  with 
u  fo?ne  infirmities  and  corruptions .  That  his  mind  was  ever 
<c  free  from  perfecution  for  matters  of  confcience,  as  he  hopes 
thofe  of  that  religion  have  proved  fince  his  firft  coming. 
He  pities  the  laity  among  them,  and  would  indulge  their 
cc  clergy  if  they  would  but  renounce  the  Pope's  fupremacy , 
a  and  his  pretended,  power  to  difpenfe  with  the  murder  of 
kings.  Fie  wiflies  that  he  might  be  a  means  of  uniting 
the  two  religions,  for  if  they  would  but  abandon  their 
late  corruptions,  he  would  meet  them  in  the  rnid-way ,  as 
“  having  a  great  veneration  for  antiquity  in  the  points  of 
4C  ecciefiaftical  policy.  But  then  as  to  the  puritans  or  novelijls 
“  who  do  not  differ  from  us  fo  much  in  points  of  religion, 
“  as  in  their  confined  form  of  policy  and  purity;  thofe  (fays 

*  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  163,  folio  ed. 

f  “  The  puritans  about  this  time”  (fays  Mrs.  Macaulay)  “  fuftered  fo 
fevere  a  perfecution,  that  they  were  driven  to  offer  a  petition  for  relief  to 
the  King,  whilfr  he  was  taking  the  diverfion  of  hunting,  lames  was  fome- 
thing  ftartled  at  this  unexpected  intrufion,  and  very  gracioufly  directed  them 
to  depute  ten  of  their  members  to  declare  their  grievances  to  the  council. 
Thefe  deputies  no  fooner  made  their  appearance  before  the  council,  than 
they  werefent  to  jail ;  and  Sir  Francis  liajlings,  Sir  Edouard  Montague,  and 
Sir  Valentine  Knightly ,  under  whofe  prote&ion  they  had  thus  aCted,  were 
turned  out  of  the  lieutenancy  of  the  county  and  the  commiffion  of  the  peace.” 

Wi novo  odd  Memorials  quoted  by  Mrs.  Macaulay,  Hiftory  of  England, 

vol.  1.  p.  7.  note,  8vo.  Ed. 
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«  miai'ldllCOnteilted-  with  the  Prefent  churcli  govern- 

“  make’s  thei/fe^T'  k?  ^  fuPeriorky>  which 
«  monwealth.”*  uTeiable  m  any  well-governed  com- 

r  }  hKe  ^fll0Ps  and  their  adherents  were  pleafed  with  this 

S  trict  ”S  lered  refolved  not  to  indulge 

Siv"  diftinAi  7  the  caAohcks  did  not  like  his 

.ajelty  _s  diftmftion  oetween  the  Iaicks  and  clericks  •  but 

tne  puritans  had  moll  reafon  to  complain,  to  fee  fo  much 

caanty  expreffed  towards  papifts,  and  fo  little  for  themfelves,- 

*  '  Protekants  in  general  heard  with  concern  the  king’s  offer 
to  meet  the  papifts  half-way.  What  does  he  mem?  L 

S’  butththeep°  d'ffCrefe  -betWeen  p0pery  and  Proteftan- 
,  o’. but  the  Pope  s  authority  over  princes?  Are  all  other 

r^tle  e,g'VenUP?  Are  religions  the  fame?  And, 
IS  this  the  only  point  upon  which  we  feparated  from  the 

cnmch  of  Rome.  Ihus  unhappily  did  this  pretended  pro- 

^  tam  P1  mee  fet  out,  with  laying .  the  foundation  of  difcon- 
tent  among  all  ranks  of  his  people. 

Iiis  majefty  made  frequent  mention  in  his  fpeech  of  his 
hereditary  right  to  the  crown,  and  of  his  lineal  defeent. 

1  hat  he  was  accountabie  to  none  but  God;  and  that  the 
on.y  n  erence  between  a  rightful  king  and  a  tyrant  is,  that 
the  oners  ordained  for  preferving  the  prosperity  of  his  people,  the 
cdoer  thinks  his  kingdom  and  people  are  ordained  to  fatifv  his 
tinreafonable  appetites. %  Further,  his  majefty  altered  the 
writs  for  elefting  members,  and  took  upon  him  to  deferibe 
what  fort  of  reprefentatives  fhould  be  ele&ed,  not  by  way  of 
exportation  but  of  command,  and  as  indifpenfible  conditions 
o  tiicir  being  admitted  into  the  houfe,  and  which  were  to  be 
}u  lSed  of  and  determined  in  the  court  of  chancery. §  He 
't}!  icliCnt'd  to  fine  and  disfranchise  thofe  corporations  that  did 
not  choofe  to  his  mind;  and  to  fine  andimprifon  their  reprefen, 
tanves  if  they  prefumed  to  fit  in  the  houfe.  When  the  houfe 
Pi  commons  met  lie  interrupted  their  examinations  of  elec- 

oft  pin,,  vol.  ii.  p.  165,  166,  folio,  ed. - -f  Ibid.  p.  167,  i63,  folio  ed. 

X  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  252.  Coke,  p.  51. 

\  “  T*1.1*”  (as‘  Dr'  Earner  well  obferves,)  “  was  dire&ly  flrikine  at 
**  Uie  privileges  of  the  Commons.”  Ed.  * 


tions. 
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tions,  and  commanded  the  return  of  Sir  Fran .  Goodwin ,  whofe 
eleftion  they  had  fet  afide,  to  be  brought  before  him  and  his 
iudo-es  Moft  of  thofe  who  approached  the  king’s  perfon 
laboured  to  infpire  him  with  the  delign  of  making  himfclf 
abfolute ;  or  rather,  to  confirm  him  in  that .  resolution.* 
The  bifliops  were  of  this  number;  and  from  this  time  there 
has  appeared  among  the  clergy  a  party  of  men,  who  have 
carried  the  obedience  of  the  fubjeft,  and  the  authority  of  the 
crown,  as  high  as  in  the  moft  arbitrary  monarchies. 

But  though  the  court  and  bifliops  were  fo  well  agreed, 
the  parliament  palled  fome  a£Is  which  gave  them  unealmefs; 
as  the  revival  of  the  ftatute  of  Edward  VI.  which  ena&s. 
That  all  proceffes,  citations,  judgments,  &c.  in  any  ecclefi- 
aftical  courts,  fhall  be  iffued  in  the  king  s  name,  and  under 
the  king’s  feal  of  arms.  The  bifliops  were  faid  to  be  afleep 
when  they  fuffered  this  claufe  to  pafs ;  but  the  Laudaan 
clergy  broke  through  it  afterwards,  as  they  did  through  every 
thing  elfe  that  flood  in  the  way  of  their  fovereignty.  It  was 
further  enacted.  That  all  leafes  or  grants  of  church  lands  to 
the  king,  or  his  heirs,  &c.  for  more  than  twenty-one  years 
for  the  future,  fliould  be  made  void;  which  put  an  effectual 
flop  to  the  alienation  of  the  church’s  revenues.  The  mar¬ 
riages  of  the  clergy  were  alfo  legitimated,  by  reviving  the 
ftatute  of  King  Edward  VI.  for  that  purpofe.j- 

The  convocation  which  fat  with  the  parliament  was  very 
aftive  again!!  the  puritans.  The  fee  of  Canterbury  being 
vacant,  Bancroft  bifliop  of  London  prefided,  and  produced 
the  king’s  licence  to  make  canons. J  May  2d,  1603,  he  de¬ 
livered  a  book  of  canons  of  his  own  preparing  to  the  lower 
houfe  for  their  approbation.  About  the  fame  time  Mr.  Egerton, 
Fleetwood ,  Wotton ,  Clark ,  and  other  puritan  divines,  prefented 

*  We  are  told,  in  particular,  that  Cecil  allured  James ,  on  his  coming  to 
the  crown,  “  That  he  fhould  find  his  Englifh  fubjedts  like  affes,  on  whom 
he  might  lay  anv  burden,  and  fhould  need  neither  bit  nor  bridle  but  their 
a  fifes’  cars.”  His  reign,  however,  affords  fiufficient  proof,”  obferves  a 
late  writer,  that  the  king  himfelf  was  the  only  als,  and  that  the  Englifh 
lions  were  not  to  be  intimidated  by  by  his  filly  braying.” 

Secret  Hifiory  of  the  Court  and  Reign  of  Charles  II.  vol.  i.  Intro¬ 
duction,  p.  30,  the  note.  Ed. 

f  Heylm’s  Iiift.  Prefb.  p.  375.  t  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  iv.  p.  396. 

a  petition 
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bmTuilead  of  S2k  °I the  J°°k  common-prayer; 
adherents  to  be  obedient  ?  a  ^  a^moni^led  them  and  their 

ft.  * 

w“  s  IZucTn't  upper' h„ufe?ifingt  % 

when  Bancroft  and  fomehthers  /poke^f6  2  7  bWm> 
Dr.  Rudd,  billion  Qf  St  IVviJ  4  2™%  for  it;  but 

following  fpeech  for  charity  and  moderation:  ^  ** 

«  nf  th‘ 01  part’ 1  acknowledge  the  antiquity  of  the  ufe 

..  sic  ff  S  ma‘T/ in  TR“"m’  “d  ^rZ:t 

“  occSn  of ZT  0f  d;e  “rcmo”y  '»  1>»=  fpraug  b° 

“  “eXt  :hatn  f  inng’s  hrgtneli  (M,  pctM 

ponng  it  ail  would  fubmit  to  it  (as  we  do)  rather 

«  han  m'ef  the  nuniftry  in  that  behalf.  But  I  greatly 

“  prSA' u-hT"  f  1  ,hat  verl  ™"y  l«rued 
phvTr’rhr  confciences  are  not  in  our  cuftody,  nor 
f  dlfpoled  of  at  our  devotion,  will  not  eafily  be  drawn 

«  {  f  f  Unt°  ;i  °frWhli  number’ if  any  flia11  come  in  my  walk 

«  fe„t  Sh°f  ffifUrn,flledrbefore  hand’  by  thofe  that  bepre- 
hrn,  with  lufficient  reafons  to  fatisfy  them  (if  it  be  poffible') 

S6™W I:"'  P°r nt  j  which  have  been  now  delivered.  ? 

,  WI,creas  fundry  paffages  of  fcripture  have  been 
°  ,or  tbe  crofs;  as,  Gad  forbid  that  I Jhmld  rejoice 
tn /heCR°ss  °f  Chrif-,  and  divers  others  of  the  like 

«  £fj,f  2  rl  fC;dverlh  °Pinion  into  my  company, 

C£  Tir}  5  !  rlee  features  are  figurative,  implying  the 
t  t  Uua  dlld  paffion  or  our  Saviour  Chrift;  and  that  to  draw 

£  an2Tent  tTOmr  Se.m  ro  iul%  the.y%«  of  the  crofs  in  the 
jC'Jjcad  is  an  mfufficient  kind  of  reafoning,  and  a  fallacy 
what  anfwer  fhall  I  make  unto  them? 

4£  ^fcondlh  “  Whereas  I  have  obferved  upon  prefent  rela- 
t,wn»  taat  rae  impugncrs  of  this  ceremony  were  heard  at 
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€;  large  in  the  conference  at  Hampton-court,  and  having 
obje&ed  the  example  of  Hezekiah ,  who  broke  in  pieces 
“  the  brazen  ferpent,  after  it  had  been  abufed  to  idolatry, 
<c  and  therefore  th cfign  of  the  crofs  (which  was  not  brought 
<c  into  the  church  by  God’s  exprefs  command,  as  the  brazen 
ferpent  was,  but  was  from  the  beginning  a  mere  invention 
of  men)  ought  now  to  be  taken  away  by  reafon  of  the 
fuperftitious  abufe  which  is  fuftained  in  popery;  they  re- 
u  ceived  anfwer,  That  King  Hezekiah  might  have  preserved 
it,  abandoning  the  abufe  of  it,  if  it  had  pleafed  him,  and 
4C  confequently  it  is  in  the  King’s  Majefty’s  power  to  abolilh 
“  this  ceremony,  having  been  abufed,  or  to  retain  it  in 
u  manner  afofefaid.  Hereunto  I  fay,  that  I  was  one  of  the 
u  conference,  yet  I  was  not  at  that  part  of  the  conference, 
<c  where  thole  that  Hood  for  reformation  had  accefs  to  the 
“  King’s  Majefty’s  prefence,  and  liberty  to  fpeak  for  them- 
u  felves;  for  that  7,  and  fame  other  of  my  brethren  the  bifhops , 
“  were  fecluded from  that  day's  ajfembly ;  but  I  fuppofe  it  to 
wi  be  true,  as  it  has  formerly  been  reported,  and  I  for  my 
own  particular  admit  the  confequence  put  down  above. 
^  Now,  becaufe  I  wilh  all  others  abroad  as  well  fatisfied 
herein  as  ourfelves  that  be  here  prefent,  if  any  of  the 
“  contrary  opinion  (hall  come  to  me,  and  fay,  that  the  afore- 
“  faid  anfwer  does  not  fatisfy  them,  becaufe  they  think  there 
“  to  be  as  great  reafon  now,  to  move  them  to  become  peti- 
s*  tioners  to  his  Majefty  for  abolilhing  the  crofs  in  baptifm , 
6C  as  there  was  to  move  the  godly  zealous  in  Hezekiah ’s  time 
to  be  petitioners  for  defacing  the  brazen  ferpent ,  becaufe 
<c  ^ie  church-going  papifts  now  among  us  do  fuperftiticufly 
abufe  the  one,  as  the  Ifraelites  did  tne  other;  what  found 
anfwer  fhall  I  make  to  them  for  their  better  fatisfaefion? 
Thirdly ,  Whereas  it  has  been  this  day  alledged,  that  it 
^  is  convenient  and  neceffary  to  preferve  the  memory  of  the 
mC  crofs  thrift  by  this  means;  if  haply  any  of  the  other  fide 
fhall  come  to  me,  and  fay,  that  the  memory  of  the  crofs 
of  Chrift  might  be  fufficiently,  and  more  fafely  preferred 
“  by  preaching  the  doctrine  of  the  gofpel,  the  fum  whereof 
•“  is  Chrift  crucified, ;  which  was  fo  lively  preached  to  the  Ga¬ 
latians,  as  if  his  bodily  image  had  been  crucified  among 
them 5  and  vet  we  know  not  of  any  material  or  fignai 

“  crofs 
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“  cr^s  ^iat  was 'm  ufe  in  the  church  at  that  time;  I  defire 
to  know  what  fatisfaftion  or  anfwer  muft  be  given  to  them. 

tc  r  '^•01  cover,  I  proteft,  that  all  my  fpeeches  now  are  uttered 
“  7  way  of  propofition ,  not  by  way  of  oppofition ,  and  that 
they  all  tend  to  work  pacification  in  the  church;  for  I  put 
great  diftcience  between  what  is  lawful  and  what  is  expe- 
Q*ent’  an<3  between  them  that  are  fchifmatical,  and  them 
that  are  fcrupulous  only  upon  fome  ceremonies,  beino- 
otnerwife  learned,  ftudious,  grave,  and  honefi  men. 

Concerning  thefe  laid,  I  fuppofe,  if  upon  the  urging  them 
“  to  abfolute  fubfcription,  they  lhould  be  ftiff,  and  choofe 
“  *>  forego  their  livings,  and  the  exerafe  of  their 

mini  Ary,  though  I  do  not  juAify  their  doings  herein,  yet 
“  iarely  their  fervice  will  be  miffed  at  fuch  a  time,  as  need 
“  fhall  require  us  and  them  to  give  the  right  hand  of  fellow- 
Aiip  one  to  another,  and  to  go  arm  in  arm  againft  the 
common  adverfary - 

Likewife  confider  who  muA  be  the  executioners  of  their 
“  deprivation?  Even  we  ourf elves  the  bifhops,  againft  whom 
there  will  be  a  great  clamour  of  them  and  their  dependents, 
and  many  others  who  are  well  affected  towards  them, 
whereby  our  perfons  will  be  in  hazard  to  be  brought  into 
“  extreme  diflike  or  hatred. 

“  Alfo  remember,  that  when  the  Benjamites  were  all  de- 
Aioyed,  faving  fix  hundred,  and  the  men  of  Ifrael  fware  in 
their  fury  that  none  of  them  would  give  his  daughter  to  the 
“  Benjamites  to  wife,  though  they  fuffered  for  their  juft 
“  deferts,  yet  their  brethren  afterwards  lamented  and  faid, 

“  khere  is  one  tribe  cut  off  from  Ifrael  this  day;  and  they 
ulcd  all  their  wits,  to  the  tittermoft  of  their  policy,  to  re- 
A  ore  that  tribe  again. 

“  In  like  fort,  if  thefe  our  brethren  aforefaid  fhall  be 
cc  deprived  of  their  places  for  the  matter  premifed,  I  think 
we  fhould  find  caufe  to  bend  our  wits  to  the  utmoft  extent 
of  our  fkiil,  to  provide  fome  cure  of  fouls  for  them,  that 
6 4  they  may  exercife  their  talents. 

cc  h  urthermore,  if  thefe  men,  being  divers  hundreds ,  fhould 
fhould  forfake  their  charges,  who,  1  pray  you,  fhould  fuc- 
ceed  them  ?  Verily,  I  know  not  where  to  find  fo  many  able 
“  preachers  in  this  realm  unprovided  for;  but  fuppofe  there 

“  were 
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46  were,  yet  they  might  more  conveniently  be  fettled  in  the 
feats  of  tin  preaching  minifters.  But  if  they  are  put  in  the 
places  of  thefe  men  that  are  difpoftefled,  thereupon  it  will 
“  follow,  i.  That  the  number  of  preaching  minifters  will 
not  be  multiplied.  2.  The  church  cannot  be  fo  we!i 
“  furnifhed  on  a  fudden;  for  though  the  new  fupply  may  be 
£fc  of  learned  men  from  the  univerfities,  yet  will  they  not  be 
“  luch  ready  preachers  for  a  time,  nor  fo  experienced  in 
46  paftoral  government,  nor  fo  well  acquainted  with  the  man- 
ct  ners  of  the  people,  nor  fo  difereet  in  their  carriage,  as 
“  thofe  who  have  already  fpent  many  years  in  their  mi- 
nifterial  charge. 

<c  Belides,  forafmuch  as  in  the  time  of  the  late  Archbifhop 
of  Canterbury  thefe  things  were  not  fo  extremely  urged, 
but  that  many  learned  preachers  enjoyed  their  liberty 
“  conditionally,  that  they  did  not  by  word  or  deed  openly 
<c  difturb  the  ftate  eftablifhed,  1  would  knowr  a  reafon  why 
“  they  fhould  now  be  fo  generally  and  exceeding  ftraitly 
“  called  upon,  efpecially  fince  there  is  a  greater  increafe  of 
“papifts  lately  than  heretofore. 

“  To  conclude,  I  wifh,  that  if  by  petition  to  the  King’s 
“  Majefty  there  cannot  be  obtained  a  quite  remove  of  the 
“  premifes,  nor  yet  a  toleration  for  them  that  are  of  more 
“  ftaid  and  temperate  carriage,  yet  at  leaf!  there  might  be 
“  procured  a  mitigation  of  the  penalty.”* 

The  bifhops  of  London,  Winchefter,  Ely  and  Lincoln, 
anfwered  the  bifliop  of  St.  David;  but  when  his  Lordfliip 
would  have  replied,  he  was  forbid  by  the  Prefident ,  and  fub- 
mitted;  affirming,  that  as  nothing  was  more  dear  to  him  than 
the  peace  of  the  church,  he  was  determined  to  ufe  the  beft 
means  he  could  to  draw  others  to  unity  and  conformity  with 
himfelf,  and  the  reft  of  his  reverend  brethren.  And  thus 
the  debate  ended. 

The  book  of  Canons  found  an  eafy  paffage  through  both 
houfes  of  convocation,  and  was  afterwards  ratified  by  the 

*  Dr.  Grey  alio  gives  this  fpeech  of  Bp.  Rudd  at  length,  inferting  in 
bracket  fome  words  and  claufes  both  from  Mr.  Peirce  and  Mr,  Thomas 
Baker’s  MSS,  omitted  by  Mr.  Neal ,  in  order  to  convict  himfelf  of  inaccu¬ 
racy:  but  from  the  nature  of  them  it  fhould  feern,  that  thefe  omiffions  pro¬ 
ceeded  not  from  negligence,  bm  defign,  as  not  effential  to  Bilhop  Rudd’s 
rgument.  Ed.  kin 
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iving  s  letters  patent  under  his  great  feal;  but  not  being  con- 
. n  ,  01  parliament,  it  has  feveral  times  been  adiucffied 

m,  , ?ourts  0fWeJlminfter-hall ,  that  they  bind  only  the  cler^v 
the  laity  not  being  reprefented  in  convocation.  The  book  con¬ 
tains  one  hundred  forty-one  articles,  collefted  out  of  the  in¬ 
junctions,  and  other  epifcopal  and  fynodical  a&s  of  the  reffins 
ot  king  Edward  VI.  and  queen  Elizabeth,  and  are  the  fame 
that  are  now  in  force.  By  thefe  we  difcern  the  fpirit  of  the 
church  at  this  time,  and  how  freely  (he  difpenfed  her  anathe¬ 
ma  jagamit  thofe  who  attempted  a  further  reformation.  The 
canons  that  relate  to  the  puritans  deferve  a  particular  mention 
became  (however  illegally)  they  fufferd  feverely  under  them. 

“  Canon  III.  fays,  'i  hat  whofoever  ffiall  affirm,  that  the 
^  church  or  England  by  law  eilabliffied  is  not  a  true  and 
Apostolical  church,  let  him  be  excommunicated  ipfo 
facto ,  and  not  leflored  but  only  by  the  archbiffiop,  after 
“  repentance  and  publick  revocation  of  his  wicked  error. 

Canon  1 V.  Whofoever  ffiall  affirm  the  form  of  God’s 
“  worffiip  in  the  church  of  England  dtablilhed  by  law,  and 
J  contained  in  the  book  of  common-prayer,  and  adminiftra- 
iion  of  facraments,  is  a  corrupt,  fuperflitious,  and  unlawful 
woifhip,  or  contains  any  thing  repugnant  to  fcripture,  let 
44  him  be  excommunicated  ipfo  fad  0  and  not  reftored  &c. 

c[  Canon  V.  Whofoever  ffiall  affirm,  that  any  of  the  thirty 
^  nine  articles  of  the  church,  agreed  upon  in  the  year  1 562, 

^  for  avoiding  diversity  of  opinions ,  and  for  e fab  lif ding  co?fent 
“  tQUChing  true  religion ,  are  in  any  part  fuperflitious  or  erro¬ 
neous,  01  fuch  as  he  may  not  with  a  good  confcience 
fubfcribe  to,  let  him  be  excommunicated  ipfo  fado ,  and 
not  reftored,  &c. 

Canon  VI.  Whofoever  ffiall  affirm,  that  the  rites  and 
ceremonies  of  the  church  of  England  by  law  eflabliffied, 
are  wicked,  anti-chriflian,  fuperflitious,  or  fuch  as,  being 
commanded  by  lawEul  authority,  good  men  may  not  with  a 
^  good  confcience  approve,  ufe,  or,  as  occafion  requires, 
vC  fubfcribe,  let  him  be  excommunicated  ipfo  fado ,  and  not 
“  reftored,  &c. 

Canon  VIE  Whofoever  ffiall  affirm,  the  government  of 
“  the  church  of  England,  by  archbiffiops,  biffiops,  deans, 

64  and  archdeacons,  and  the  reft  that  bear  office  in  the  fame. 

“  is 
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“  is  anti-chriflian,  or  repugnant  to  the  word  of  God,  let  him 
44  be  excommunicated  ipfo  fado,  and  not  reftored,  &c . 

44  Canon  VIII.  Whol'oever  ffiall  affirm,  that  the  form  and 
“  manner  of  making  and  confecrating  biihops,  priefts,  or 
44  deacons,  contains  any  thing  repugnant  to  the  word  of 
44  God;  or  that  perfons  fo  made  and  confecrated  are  not 
44  lawfully  made,  or  need  any  other  calling  or  ordination  to 
44  their  divine  offices,  let  him  be  excommunicated,  ipfo  facto , 
44  and  not  reftored, 

44  Canon  IX.  Whofoever  ffiall  feparate  from  the  commit- 
44  nion  of  the  church  of  England,  as  it  is  approved  by  the 
44  Apoftles’  rules,  and  combine  together  in  a  new  brother- 
44  hood,  accounting  thofe  who  conform  to  the  doctrines, 
44  rites  and  ceremonies  of  the  church  unmeet  for  their  com- 
44  munion,  let  them  be  excommunicated  ipfo  j 'ado ,  and  not 
44  reftored,  &c. 

44  Canon  X.  Whofoever  ffiall  affirm  that  fuch  minifters  as 
66  refufe  to  fubfcribe  to  the  form  and  manner  of  God’s 
44  worffiip  in  the  church  of  England,  and  their  adherents, 
44  may  truely  take  to  themfelves  the  name  of  another  church 
C4  not  eftabliffied  by  law,  and  ffiall  publiffi,  that  their  pre- 
u  tended  church  has  groaned  under  the  burden  of  certain 
6C  grievances,  impofed  on  them  by  the  church  of  England,  let 
cc  them  be  excommunicated  ipfo  facto ,  and  not  reftored, 

44  Canon  XL  Whofoever  ffiall  affirm,  that  there  are  within 
cc  this  realm,  other  meetings,  affemblies  or  congregations  of 
44  the  King’s  born  fubjects,  than  fuch  as  are  eftabliffied  by 
54  law,  which  may  rightly  challenge  to  themfelves  the  name 
44  of  true  and  lawful  churches,  let  him  be  excommunicated 
44  ipfo  facto ,  and  not  reftored,  &e. 

44  Canon  XII.  Whofoever  ffiall  affirm  that  it  is  lawful  for 
<4  any  fort  of  minifters  or  lay-perfons  to  make  rules,  orders 
44  and  conftitutions,  in  caufes  ecclefiaftical,  without  the  King’s 
4*  authority,  and  ffiall  fubmit  to  be  ruled  and  governed  by 
44  them,  let  him  be  excommunicated  ipfo  fado,  and  not 
64  reftored,  &c. 

44  Canon  XCVIII.  We  decree  and  appoint,  that  after  any 
44  judge  ecclefiaftical  hath  proceeded  judicially  againft  obfti- 
44  nate  and  faftious  perfons,  for  not  obferving  the  rites  and 
44  ceremonies  of  the  church,  or  for  contempt  of  publick 
’  Vol,  IL  D  44  prayer. 
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“  prayer,  no  judge  ad  quern  fhall  admit,  or  allow  of  an  ap- 

PcaU  unlefs  he  having  firft  feen  the  original  appeal ,  the 
“  party  appellant  do  firft  perfonally  promife  and  vow,  that 
‘‘  he  will  faithfully  keep  and  obferve  all  the  rites  and  cere- 
“  monies  of  the  church  of  England,  as  alfo  the  prefcript 
“  form  of  common  prayer;  and  do  likewife  fubfcribe  the 
“  three  articles  formerly  by  us  fpecified  and  declared.” 

They  who  are  acquainted  with  the  terrible  confequences 
of  an  excommunication  in  the  fpiritual  courts,  muft  be  fenfible 
of  the  new  hardlhips  put  upon  the  puritans  by  thefe  canons ; 
fufpenfions  and  deprivations  from  their  livings,  were  not  now 
thought  fufficient  puniftunents  for  the  fin  of  non-conformity; 
but  the  puritans,  both  clergy  and  laity,  muft  be  turned  out 
of  the  congregation  of  the  faithful;  they  muft  be  rendered 
incapable  of  iueing  for  their  lawful  debts ;  they  muft  be 
imprifoned  for  life  by  procefs  out  of  the  civil  courts,  or 
until  they  make  fatisfachon  to  the  church;  and  when  they 
die,  they  muft  be  denied  chriftian  burial;  and,  fo  far  as  lies  in 
the  power  of  the  court,  be  excluded  the  kingdom  of  heaven. 
O  uncharitablenefs!  papifts  excommunicate  proteftants,  be- 
caufe,  by  renouncing  the  catbolick  faith,  they  apprehend  them 
guilty  of  herefy;  but  for  proteftants  of  the  fame  faith  to 
excommunicate  their  fellow-chriftians  and  fubjects,  and  de¬ 
prive  them  of  their  liberties,  properties,  and  eftates,  for  a 
few  ceremonies,  or  becaufe  they  have  not  the  fame  venera¬ 
tion  for  the  ecclefiaftical  conftitution  with  themfelves,  is 
hardly  to  be  paralleled. 

To  take  notice  of  a  few  more  of  the  canons:  Canon  XIV 
forbids  the  minifter  to  add  to,  or  leave  out,  any  part  of  the 
prayers.  Cation  XVIII.  enjoins  bowing  at  the  name  of  Jesus. 
Canons  XVII,  XXIV,  XXV,  LVIII,  LXXIV,  enjoin  the 
wearing  the  habits  in  colleges,  cathedrals,  &c.  as  copes, 
furplices,  hoods.  Canon  XXVII.  forbids  giving  the  facra- 
ment  to  schismaticics,  or  to  any  but  fuch  as  kneel,  and 
allow  of  the  rites,  ceremonies,  and  orders  of  the  church. 
Canon  XXVIII  fays,  that  none  fhall  be  admitted  to  the  fa- 
crament  but  in  their  own  parifli.  Canon  XXIX,  That  no 
parent  fhall  be  urged  to  be  prefent,  nor  be  admitted  to  an¬ 
swer  as  a  godfather  for  his  own  child  in  baptim.  Canon 

XXX 
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XXX  declares  the  fign  of  the  crofs  to  be  no  part  of  the 
fubftance  of  the  facrament  of  baptifm,  but  that  the  ordinance 
is  perfeft  without  it.  Canon  XXXIII  prohibits  ordination 
without  a  prefentation,  and  fays,  that  if  any  bilhop  ordain 
without  a  title,  he  {hall  maintain  the  perfon  till  he  be  provi¬ 
ded  with  a  living.  Canon  XXXVI,  and  XXX  VII,  fay,  that 
no  perfon  {hall  be  ordained,  or  fuffered  to  preach,  or  catechife 
in  any  place  as  a  lefturer,  or  otherwile,  unlefs  lie  firft  fub- 
fcribe  the  three  articles  following;  x.  That  the  king’s 
majefty  is  the  fupreme  head  and  governor  of  this  realm ,  as  well 
in  all  fpiritual  and  ecclefiqflical ,  as  temporal  caufes .  2.  That 
the  book  of  common-prayer ,  &c.  contains  nothing  contrary  to  the 
word  of  God ,  and  that  he  will  ufe  it  and  none  other.  3.  That 
he  alloweth  the  thirty -nine  articles  of  1562 ,  ft?  be  all  and  every 
one  of  them  agreeable  to  the  word  of  God.  1  o  thefe  he  fhall 
fubfcribe  in  the  following  form  of  words: 

I  N.  N.  do  willingly,  and  ex  animo ,  fubfcribe  to  thefe 
three  articles  abovementioned,  and  to  all  things  that  are 
contained  in  them. 

Canon  XXXVIII  fays,  that  if  any  minifter,  after  fubfcrip- 
tion,  fhall  difufe  the  ceremonies,  he  fhall  firft  be  fufpended ; 
then  after  a  month  be  excommunicated,  and  after  another 
month  depofed  from  his  miniftry.  Canon  LV  contains  the 
form  of  bidding  prayer  before  fermon;  ye  Jhall  pray  for 
Chrijl’s  holy  catholick  church ,  &c.  the  original  ot  which  I  have 
accounted  for.  Canon  LXXXII  appoints,  “  that  convenient 
<fi  and  decent  tables  fhall  be  provided  in  all  churches  for  the 
cc  celebration  of  the  holy  communion,  and  the  fame  tables 
<c  {hall  be  covered  in  time  of  divine  fervice  with  a  carpet  of 
filk,  or  other  convenient  ftuff;  and  with  a  fair  linen  cloth 
“  at  the  time  of  the  adminiftration,  as  becometh  that  table, 
cc  and  fo  ftand,  faving  when  the  faid  holy  communion  is  to 
cc  be  adminiftered;  at  which  time  the  fame  {hall  be  placed 
<c  in  fo  good  fort  within  the  church  or  chancel,  as  thereby 
the  minifter  may  be  more  conveniently  heard  of  the  com- 
“  municants  in  his  prayer  and  adminiftration;  and  the  com- 
€C  municants  alfo  more  conveniently,  and  in  more  numbers, 
4<  may  communicate  with  the  faid  minifter;  and  a  convenient 
feat  {hall  be  made  for  the  minifter  to  read  fervice  in.” 

D  2  The 
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I  he  other  canons  relate  to  the  particular  duties  of  minifters , 
IcCturcrs ,  church-wardens ,  parifh  clerks ;  to  the  jurifdiftion 
and  bufmefs  of  ecclefiajlical  courts,  with  their  proper  officers, 
as  judges  ecclefiajlical, furrogates, prodors,  regifters,  apparitors, 
ccc.  1  he  book  concludes  with  denouncing  the  fentence  of 
excommucation,  i.  Againft  fuch  as  fliall  affirm,  that  this 
fynod  thus  aflembled,  is  not  the  true  church  of  England  by 
reprefentation.  2.  Againft  fuch  as  fliall  affirm,  that  perfons 
not  particularly  afiembled  in  this  fynod,  either  clergy  or 
laity,  are  not  fubjeft  to  the  decrees  thereof,  as  not  having 
given  their  voices  to  them.  3.  Againft  fuch  as  fliall  affirm", 
this  lacred  fynod  was  a  company  of  fuch  perfons  as  did 
confpire  againft  godly  and  religious  profeffors  of  the  gofpel, 
and  therefore  that  they  and  their  proceedings  ought  to  be 
defpifed  and  contemned,  though  ratified  and  confirmed  by 
the  royal  fupremacy  and  authority. 

Ihe  king,  in  his  ratification  of  thefe  canons,  commands 
them  to  be  diligently  obferved  and  executed;  and  for  the 
better  obfervation  of  the  fame,  that  every  parifh  minifter 
fliall  read  them  over  once  every  year  in  his  church,  on  a 
Sunday  or  holiday,  before  divine  fervice;  and  all  archbifliops, 
bifliops  and  others,  having  ecclefiaftical  jurifdi&ion,  are 
commanded  to  fee  all  and  every  the  fame  put  in  execution, 
and  not  fpare  to  execute  the  penalties  in  them  feverally 
mentioned  on  thofe  that  wilfully  break  or  negleft  them, 

I  fliall  leave  the  reader  to  make  his  own  comment  on  the 
proceedings  of  this  fynod,  only  obferving,  that  when  they 
had  finifhed  their  decrees,  they  were  prorogued  to  January, 
i6o|-,  when,  Dr.  Overal  being  prolocutor,  they  gave  the 
king  four  fubfidies,  but  did  no  more  church  bufinefs  till  the 
time  of  their  diffolution,  in  the  year  1610. 

Dr.  Bancroft  bifliop  of  London,  being  tranflated  to  the  fee 
of  Canterbury,  \fDece7nber  1604J  was  fucceeded  by  Vaughan 
bifliop  of  Chefter,  a  corpulent  man,  and  of  little  a&ivity ; 
upon  his  advancement  the  Dutch  and  French  minifters  within 
his  diocefe  prefented  him  with  an  addrefs  for  his  protection 
and  favour,  wherein  they  fet  forth,  66  that  their  churches 
“  were  granted  them  by  charter  from  pious  king  Edward  VI. 
cc  in  the  year  1550;  and  that,  though  they  were  again  dif- 
66  perfed  by  the  Marian  perfecution,  they  were  reftored  to 
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6C  their  churches  and  privileges  by  queen  Elizabeth ,  in  the 
«  year  1558,  from  which  time  they  have  been  in  the  uninter- 
“  rupted  poflelTion  of  them.  It  appears  from  our  records 
“  (fay  they)  how  kind  and  friendly  the  pious  Grindal  was 
“  to  us ;  and  what  pains  the  prudent  bifliop  Sandys  took  in 
“  compofing  our  differences.  We  promife  ourfelves  the  like 
u  favour  from  your  lordfliip,  &c.  —  for  whom  we  ihall 
“  always  pray,  &c.  — Monfieur  de  la  Fontain  delivered 
the  addrefs,  with  a  fhort  Latin  fpeech,  to  whom  the  bifhop- 
replied,  “  I  thank  you,  molt  dear  brethren,  for  your  kind 
“  addrefs;  1  am  fenfible  of  the  merits  of  John  Alafco , 
“  Utenhovius ,  and  Edmund  Grindal  bifftop  of  London ;f 
u  fuperintendents  of  your  churches ;  and  of  the  relt  of  my 
“  predeceffors  in  this  bifhoprick,  who  had  reafon  to  take 
“  your  churches,  which  are  of  the  fame  faith  with  our  own, 
“  under  their  patronage,  which  I  alfo  am  ready  to  do.  I 
“  have  known  your  churches  twenty-five  years  to  have  been 
“  beneficial  to  the  kingdom,  and  ferviceable  to  the  church  of 
England,  in  which  the  devil,  the  author  of  difcord,,  has 
“  kindled  the  fire  of  diffention,  into  which  I  pray  you  not  to 
“  pour  oil,  but  to  endeavour  by  your  counfels  and  prayers, 
to  extinguilhd’J  Thus  the  foreign  churches  enjoyed  full 
peace,  while  his  majefty’s  own  fubje&s,  of  the  feme  faith  and 
difcipline  with  them,  were  harraffed  out  of  the  kingdom. 

Bancroft  was  a  divine  of  a  rough  temper,  a  perfect 
creature  of  the  prerogative,  and  a  declared  enemy  of  the 
religious  and  civil  liberties  of  his  country.  He  was  for  ad¬ 
vancing  the  prerogative  above  law,  and  for  enlarging  the 
jurifdiftion  of  the  fpiritual  courts,  by  advifing  his  majefty  to 
take  from  the  courts  of  Wejhninjler-hall ,  to  himfelf,  the 
whole  right  of  granting  prohibitions ;  for  this  purpofe  he 
framed  twenty-five  grievances  of  the  clergy,  which  he  called 
articuli  cleri ,  and  prefented  them  to  the  king  for  his  appro¬ 
bation;  but  the  judges  having  declared  them  to  be  contrary 
to  law,  they  were  fet  afide. 

*  Addrefs  of  the  French  and  Dutch  churches  to  the  Bp.  of  London. 
Strype’s  Ann.  vol.  iv.  p.  390. 

f  Utenhovius  and  Edmund  Grindal,  as  Dr.  Grey  obferves,  are  not  men-, 
ii.oned  in  the  bifhop’s  anfwer,  though  they  are  in  E out ain\  fpeech.  Ep. 

|  Strype’s  Annals,  vol.  v.  p.  395, 
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His  grace  revived  the  perfecution  of  the  puritans,  by  en¬ 
forcing  the  drift  obfervance  of  all  the  feftivals  of  the  church; 
reviving  the  ule  of  copes,  furplices,  caps,  hoods,  &c.  accor¬ 
ding  to  the  firft  fervice-book  of  king  Edward ;  obliging  the 
clergy  to  fubfcribe  over  again  to  the  three  articles  of  Whitgift , 
which  by  the  late  canon  £N°  XXXVI. J  they  were  to  declare 
they  did  willingly ,  and  from  the  heart .  By  thefe  methods  of 
feveiity  above  three  hundred  puritan  minifters* **  were  filenced 
or  deprived;  fome  of  whom  were  excommunicated  and  caff 
into  prifon,  others  were  forced  to  leave  their  native  country 
and  livelihood,  and  go  into  banifhment,  to  preferve  their 
confciences.  I fay  (lays  Mr.  Collier )  to  preferve  their  confci - 
ences,for  it  is  a  hard  thing  to  bring  every  body's  under  ft  atiding 
to  the  common  ftandard ,  and  to  make  all  honejl  men  of  the 
fame  mind.f 

I  o  countenance  and  fupport  the  archbifhop’s  proceedings 
the  king  fummoned  the  twelve  judges  into  the  ftar  chamber, 
and  demanded  their  judgments  upon  three  queftions;  there 
Were  prefent  the  bifnops  of  Canterbury  and  London,  and 
about  twelve  lords  of  the  privy  council. 

I  he  lord  chancellor  opened  the  affembly  with  a  lharp 
fpeech  again#  the  puritans,  as  difturbers  of  the  peace,  de¬ 
claring,  that  the  king  intended  to  fupprefs  them,  by  having 
the  laws  putin  execution and  then  demanded,  in  his  ma~ 
jelly’s  name,  the  opinion  of  the  judges  in  three  things: 

i.  “  Whether  the  deprivation  of  puritan  miniflers  by 

the  high  commiffioners,  for  refilling  to  conform  to  the 
66  ceremonies  appointed  by  the  la#  canons,  was  lawful? 

The  judges  replied,  u  that  they  had  conferred  thereof 
iC  before,  and  held  it  to  be  lawful,  becaufe  the  king  had  the 
<c  fupreme  ecclefiaftical  power,  which  he  has  delegated  to 
i6  the  commiffioners,  whereby  they  have  the  power  of  depri- 
^  vation,  by  the  canon  law  of  the  realm,  and  the  flatute  firft 

*  This  account  is  controverted  by  Dr. Grey,  on  the  authority  of  Heylyti  s 
Aer.  Rediviv.  p.  376;  who  fays,  “  that  by  the  rolls  brought  in  by  Bilhop 
€f  Bancroft  before  his  death  it  appears,  that  there  had  been  but  forty-live 
4(  deprived  on  all  occafions ;  which,  in  a  realm  containing  9000  parilhes, 

**  could  be  no  great  matter.  But  it  was,  that  by  the  punilhment  of  fome 
“  of  the  principals,  he  ftruck  fuch  a  general  terror  into  all  the  reft,  that 

in-conformity  grew  out  of  falhion  in  lefs  time  than  could  be  eafily 
0  imagined.”  Ed.  f  Ecclef.  Hift.  p.  6S7. 

$  Crook’s  Reports,  Mich,  term,  2  Jac,  part  2d,  p.  37,  parag.  13. 
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«  Eliz.  which  appoints  commiffioners  to  be  made  by  the 
“  queen,  but  does  not  confer  any  new  power ,  but  explain, 
“  and  declare  the  ancient  power ;  and  therefore  they  held  it 
“  clear,  that  the  king  without  parliament  might  make  orders 
“  and  confutations  for  the  government  of  the  clergy ,  and  might 
“  deprive  them  if  they  obeyed  not ;  and  Jo  the  commiffioners 
“  might  deprive  them ;  but  that  the  commiffioners  could  not 
«  make  any  new  conftitutions  without  the  king.  And  the. 
divulging  fuch  ordinances  by  proclamation  is  a  moft  graci- 
ous  admonition.  And  forafmuch  as  they  [[the  puritans] 
cc  have  refufed  to  obey,  they  are  lawfully  deprived  by  the 
tc  commiffioners  ex  officio ,  without  libel,  ore  tenus  convocati . 

2.  “  Whether  a  prohibition  be  grantable  againfh  the 
“  commiffioners  upon  the  ftatute  of  2  Henry  V.  if  they  do 
“  not  deliver  the  copy  of  the  libel  to  the  party?” 

The  judges  replied,  “  that  that  ftatute  was  intended 
“  where  the  ecclefiaftical  judge  proceeds  ex  officio ,  b5  ore 
u  tenus.” 

JQ.  3.  “  Whether  it  be  an  offence  puniffiable,  and  what 
cc  puniiliment  they  deferved,  who  framed  petitions,  and  col- 
lefted  a  multitude  of  hands  thereto,  to  prefer  to  the  king 
<c  in  a  publick  caufe,  as  the  puritans  had  done,  with  an  inti- 
“  mation  to  the  king,  that  if  he  denied  their  fuit  many  thou- 
u  fands  of  his  fubjefts  would  be  difcontented?” 

The  judges  replied,  u  that  it  was  an  offence  fineable  at 
u  difcretion,  and  very  near  to  treafon  and  felony  in  the  pu- 
“  nifliment,  for  it  tended  to  the  raffing  fedition,  rebellion  and 
“  difcontent  among  the  people.”  To  which  unaccountable 
refolution  all  the  lords  agreed. 

By  thefe  determinations  the  whole  body  of  the  clergy  are 
excluded  the  benefit  of  the  common  and  ftatute  law;  for  the 
king  without  parliament  may  make  what  conftitutions  he 
pleafes:  his  majefty’s  high  commiffioners  may  proceed  upon 
thefe  conftitutions  ex  officio ;  and  the  fubjeft  may  not  open  his 
complaints  to  the  king,  or  petition  for  relief,  without  being 
fineable  at  pleafure,  and  coming  within  danger  of  treafon  or 
felony.* 

*  “  This,”  as  Dr.  Warner  well  obferves,  “  was  making  the  king  abfo- 
lute  in  all  ecclefiaftical  affairs,  without  any  limitation  or  redrefs;  and  it 
f<  was  intended  probably  as  a  ftep  to  make  him  fo  in  the  ftate.”  Ed. 

Before 
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Before  the  breaking  up  of  the  affembly,  fome  of  the  lords 
declared,  that  the  puritans  had  raifed  a  falfe  rumour  of  the 
king,  as  intending  to  grant  a  toleration  to  papiffs;  which 
offence  the  judges  conceived  to  be  heinoufly  fineable  by  the 
rules  of  Common  law,  either  in  the  King’s-bench,  or  by  the 
king  in  council;  or  now,  fince  the  flatute  of  3  Henry  Vllth, 
in  the  flar-chamber.  And  the  lords  feverally  declared’ 
that  the  king  was  difcontented  with  the  faid  falfe  rumour’ 
and  had  made  but  the  day  before  a  proteflation  to  them’ 
That  he  never  intended  it,  and  that  he  would  fpend  the  lafi 
drop  of  blood  in  his  body  before  he  would  do  it;  and  prayed, 
that  before  any  of  his  iffue  fhould  maintain  any  other  religion 
than  what  he  truly  profejfed  and  maintained ,  that  God  would 
take  them  out  of  the  world.  The  reader  will  remember  this 
folemn  proteflation  hereafter. 

After  thefe  determinations  the  archbifliop  refumed  frefh 
courage,  and  purfued  the  puritans  without  the  leaf!  com- 
paflion.  A  more  grevious  perfecution  of  the  orthodox  faith 
(fays  my  author)  is  not  to  be  met  with  in  any  prince’s  reign. 
Dr.  John  Burges,  reaor  of  Sutton-Colefield,  in  one  of  his 
letters  to  king  James,  fays,  the  number  of  non-conformifls  in 
the  counties  he  mentions,  were  fix  or  feven  hundred,  agree- 
able  to.  the  addrefs  of  the  Lincolnfhire  minifters,  hereafter 
mentioned.* 

The  whole  clergy  of  London  being  fummoned  to  Lam¬ 
beth,  iii  order  to  fubfcribe  over  again,  many  abfconded,  and 


Oxfordfhire  were 
Dorfetfhire 
Nottinghamfhire 
Norfolk 

Buckinghamfhire 

Leicefterfhire 

JBedfordfnire 

Derbyfhire 

Kent 

Lincolnfhire 
Devon  and  Cornwall 
Suffolk 


In  the  twenty- four  counties  abovementioned  -  746 

From  whence  it  is  reafonable  to  conclude,  that  in  the  fifty-two  counties  of 
England,  and  Wales  there  were  more  than  double  the  number. 


'  number  of  non-fubfcribers  in 
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fuch  numbers  refufed,  that'  the  church  was  in  danger  of 
being  disfurnifhed,  which  awakened  the  court,  who  had 
been  told  that  the  non-conformifts  were  an  inconfiderable 
body  of  men.  Upon  this  furprifing  appearance  the  biffiops 
were  obliged  to  relax  the  rigour  of  the  canons  for  a  while; 
and  to  accept  of  a  promife  from  fome,  to  ufe  the  crofs  and 
furplice;  from  others  to  ufe  the  furplice  only;  and  from  others 
a  verbal  promife  that  they  might  be  ufed,  not  obliging  them- 
felves  to  the  ufe  of  them  at  all ;  the  defign  of  which  was  to 
ferve  the  church  by  them  at  prefent,  till  the  univerfities  could 
fupply  them  with  new  men;  for  they  had  a  ftrift  eye  upon 
thofe  feminaries  of  learning,  and  would  admit  no  young 
fcholar  into  orders  without  an  abfolute  and  full  fubicription 

to  all  the  articles  and  canons. 

Bancroft ,  in  a  letter  to  his  brethren  the  bifliops,  dated 
December  i8th,  1604,  gives  the  following  direftions:  u  As 
“  to  fuch  minifters  as  are  not  already  placed  in  the  church, 
“  the  36th  and  37th  canons  are  to  be  obferved;  and  none 
are  to  be  admitted  to  execute  any  ecclefiaftical  funftion  with- 
“  out  fubfcription.  Such  as  are  already  placed  in  the  church 
are  of  two  forts:  1.  Some  promife  conformity,  but  are  un- 
cc  willing  to  iubfcribe  again.  Of  thefe,  forafmuch  as  the 
“  near  affinity  between  conformity  and  fubfcription  gives 
“  apparent  hopes,  that  being  men  of  fincerity,  they  will  in' 
a  ffiort  time  frame  themfelves  to  a  more  conftant  courfe, 
“  and  fubfcribe  to  that  again,  which  by  their  practice  they 
“  teftify  not  to  be  repugnant  to  the  word  of  God;  your- 
lordffiip  may  (an  aft  remaining  upon  record  of  fuch  their 
“  offer  and  promife)  refpite  their  fubfcription  for  fome  ffiort' 
“  time.  2.  Others  in  their  obftinacy  will  yield  neither  to 
cc  fubfcription,  nor  promife  of  conformity;  thefe  are  either 
6C  ftipendary  curates,  or  ftipendary  lefturers,  or  men  benefi- 
cc  ced;  the  two  firft  are  to  be  filenced,  and  the  third  deprived.’ 9 
He  adds,  cc  that  the  king’s  proclamation  of  July  16,  1604, 
“  admoniffies  them  to  conform  to  the  church,  and  obey  the 
*c  fame,  or  elfe  to  difpofe  of  themfelves  and  their  families 
“  fome  other  way,  as  being  men  unfit,  for  their  obftinacy 
*c  and  contempt,  to  occupy  fuch  places;  and  befides,  they 
**  are  within  the  compafs  of  feveral  laws.” 


The 
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The  puritans  who  feparated  from  the  church,  or  inclined 
that  way,  were  treated  with  yet  greater  rigour,  Mr.  MaunfeL 
minuter  of  \  armouth,  and  Mr.  Lad,  a  merchant  of  that 
town,  were  imprifoned  by  the  high  commiffion,  for  a  fuppofed 
conventicle,  becaufe  that  on  the  Lord’s  day,  after  fermon, 
they  joined  with  Mr .Jack/er,  their  late  miniller,  in  repeating 
the  heads  of  the  fermon  preached  on  that  day  in  the  church. 
Mr.  Lad  was  obliged  to  anfwer  upon  oath  certain  articles, 
without  being  able  to  obtain  a  fight  of  them  beforehand ; 
and  after  he  had  anfwered  before  the  chancellor,  was  cited 

*  JT'  again  before  the  high  com- 

mifhoners  upon  a  new  oath,  which  he  refufmg,  without  a 

fight  of  his  former  anfwer,  was  thrown  into  prifcn,  where 
he  continued  a  long  time,  without  being  admitted  to  bail. 
Mr.  Maunjel  the  minifter  was  charged  further,  with  figning 
a  complaint  to  the  lower  houfe  of  parliament,  and  for  refufmg 
the  oath  ex officio ;  for  which  he  alfo  was  fhut  up  in  prifon 
without  bail.  At  length  being  brought  to  the  bar  upon  a 
writ  of  habeas  corpus ,  and  having  prevailed  with  Nic.  Fuller , 
efq;  a  bencher  of  Gray's-Inn^  and  a  learned  man  in  his  pro- 
feliion,  to  be  their  counfel ;  he  moved,  that  the  prifoners 
might  be  difcharged,  becaufe  the  high  commiffioners  were 
Bot  empowered  by  law  to  imprifon,  or  to  adminifter  the  oath 
ex  officio ,  or  to  fine  any  of  his  majefty’s  fubjefts.  This  was 
reckoned  an  unpardonable  crime,  and,  inftead  of  ferving  his 
clients,  brought  the  indignation  of  the  commiffioners  upon 
himfelf.  Bancroft  told  the  king,  that  he  was  the  champion 
of  the  non-conformifls,  and  ought  therefore  to  be  made  an 
example,  to  terrify  others  from  appearing  for  them;  accord¬ 
ingly  he  was  fhut  up  in  clofe  prifon,  from  whence  neither  the 
interceffion  of  his  friends,  nor  his  own  mod  humble  petitions, 
could  obtain  his  releafe  to  the  day  of  his  death.* 

Tfiis  high  abufe  of  church  power  obliged  many  learned 
minifters  and  their  followers,  to  leave  the  kingdom,  and  retire 
to  Amfterdam,  Rotterdam,  the  Hague,  Leyden,  Utrecht, 
and  other  places  of  the  Low  Countries,  where  Englifh 
churches  were  created  after  the  prefbyterian  model,  and 
maintained  by  the  States  according  to  treaty  with  queen 

*  Fierce’s  Vindication*  p.  174, 

Elizabeth, 
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Elizabeth,  as  the  French  and  Dutch  churches  were  in 
England.  Befides,  the  Englifh  being  yet  in  pofleffion  of  the 
cautionary  towns ,  many  went  over  as  chaplains  to  regiments, 
which,  together  with  the  merchants  that  refided  in  the  trading 
cities,  made  a  conliderable  body.  The  reverend  and  learned 
Dr.  William  Ames ,  one  of  the  mod  acute  controverfial  writers 
of  his  age,  fettled  with  the  Englilh  church  at  the  Hague;  the 
learned  Mr.  Robert  Parker,  a  Wiltfliire  divine,  and  author 
of  the  ecclefiafiical policy,  being  diflurbed  by  the  high  corn- 
million,  retired  to  Amfterdam,  and  afterwards  became  chap¬ 
lain  to  the  Englilh  regiment  at  Doelburg,  where  he  died. 
The  learned  Mr.  Forbes,  a  Scots  divine,  fettled  with  the 
Englilh  church  at  Rotterdam;  as  Mr.  Pots,  Mr.  Paget ,  and 
others  did  at  Amfterdam  and  other  places. 

But  the  greateft  number  of  thofe  who  left  their  native 
country  for  religion  were  Brownists,*  or  rigid  feparatifts, 
of  whom  Mr.  Johnfon,  Ainfworth,  Smith,  and  Robinfon,  were 
the  leaders.  Mr.  Johnfon  erefted  a  church  at  Amfterdam, 

*  Thefe  confcientious  exiles,  driven  from  their  own  country  by  perfe¬ 
ction,  inftead  of  meeting  with  an  hofpitable  reception  or  even  a  quiet 
refuge  in  Holland,  were  there  “  loaded  with  reproaches,  defpifed  and 
“  afflidled  by  all,  and  almoft  confumed  with  deep  poverty.’*  The  learned 
Ainf-vcortb,  we  are  told,  lived  upon  nine-pence  a  week  and  fome  boiled 
roots,  and  was  reduced  to  the  neceftity  of  hiring  himfelf  as  a  porter  to  a 
bookfeller,  who  firft  of  all  difeovered  his  /kill  in  the  Hebrew  language,  and 
made  it  known  to  his  countrymen.  The  Dutch  themfelves,  juft  emerged 
from  civil  and  religious  oppreflion,  looked  with  a  jealous  eye  on  thefe  fuf- 
fering  refugees.  And  though  the  civil  power,  commonly  in  every  ftate  more 
friendly  than  the  ecclefiaftic  to  toleration,  does  not  appear  to  have  opprefted 
them,  the  clergy  would  not  afford  them  an  opportunity  to  refute  the  unfa¬ 
vourable  reports  generally  circulated  againft  them,  on  the  authority  of  letters 
from  England;  nor  receive  their  confeflion  of  faith  ;  nor  give  them  an  audi¬ 
ence  on  fome  points,  on  which  they  defired  to  lay  their  fentiments  before  them. 
But  with  a  man  at  their  head,  of  no  lefs  eminence  than  'James  Arminius , 
judged  that  they  ought  to  petition  the  magiftrate  for  leave  to  hold  their 
affemblies  for  the  worfhip  of  God,  and  informed  againft  them  in  fuch  a 
way  as  might  have  rendered  them  the  obje&s  of  fufpicion.  “  They  feemed 
t(  evidently,”  it  has  been  remarked,  “  to  have  confidered  them  in  the  fame 
“  light,  in  which  ferious  and  confcientious  diftenters  from  the  religious  pro- 
**  fefiion  of  the  majority  will  ever  be  viewed,  as  a  fet  of  difeontented,  fa&ious 
tc  and  conceited  men,  with  whom  it  would  be  fafeft  for  them  to  have  no 
connexion.” 

Ainfworth’s  Two  Treatifes  on  ‘  The  Communion  of  Saints,’  and  *  An  Ar** 
tow  againft  Idolatry,’  printed  at  Edinburgh,  1789,  pref.  p.  15, 16,  17.  Ed. 

after 
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after  the  model  of  the  Brownijls,  -having  the  learned  Mr. 
Ainfworth  for  do&or  or  teacher.  Thefe  two  publifhed  to 
the  world  a  conleffion  of  faith  of  the  people  called  Brown- 
ISTS>  in  the  year  1602,  not  much  different  in  do&rine  from 
the  harmony  of  confeffions;  but  being  men  of  warm  fpirits, 
they  fell  to  pieces  about  points  of  difciplme^*  fohnfon  ex¬ 
communicated  his  own  father  and  brother  for  trifling  matters, 
after  having  rejected  the  mediation  of  the  prefbytery  of 

A  late  writer,  who  appears  to  have  accurately  inveftigated  the  hiflory 
of  the  Brownifts,  reprefents  Mr.  Neal  as  incorrect  in  his  account  of  the  de¬ 
bates,  which  arofe  amongft  them.  The  principal  leaders  of  this  party  were 
the  two  brothers  Francis  and  George  Johnfon,  Mr.  Ainfworth ,  and  Mr. 
John  Smithy  who  had  been  a  clergyman  in  England.  Three  principal  fub- 
jefts  of  controverfy  occafioned  diffentions  in  the  Brownift  churches.  The 
firlt  ground  of  diffention  was  the  marriage  of  Francis  Johnfon  with  a  widow 
of  a  tafle  for  living  and  drefs;  particularly  unfuitable  to  times  of  perfecution ; 
his  father  and  his  brother  oppofed  this  connexion.  This  occafioned  fuch  a 
difference,  that  the  latter  proceeded  from  admonitions  and  reproofs,  to  bitter 
revilings  and  reproaches:  and  Francis  Johnfon ,  his  colleague  Ainfworth, 
and  the  church,  at  length,  paffed  a  fentence  of  excommunication  againft  the 
father  and  brother.  Mr.  Nealy  it  feems,  confounds  this  unhappy  contro¬ 
verfy  with  another  that  fucceeded  to  it,  but  diftindt  from  it,  between  Francis 
Johnfon  and  Ainfworth .  It  turned  upon  a  queftion  of  difcipline.  The 
former  placing  the  government  of  the  church  in  the  elderfhip  alone,  the 
latter  in  the  church,  of  which  the  elders  are  a  part:  This  difpute  was 
carried  to  an  unchriftian  height,  but,  according  to  Mr.  John  Cotton  of  New- 
England,  who  was  the  contemporary  of  Johnfon  and  Ainfworth,  and  had 
lived  amidft  the  partifans  of  each  fide,  they  did  not,  as  Mr.  Neal  reprefents 
the  matter,,  mutually  excommunicate  each  other;  but  Ainfworth  and  his 
company  withdrevv  and  worfliipped  by  themfelves,  after  Joh?ifon  and  thofe 
with  him  had  denied  them  communion.  In  the  interim  of  thefe  debates, 
a.  fchifm  had  taken  place  m  the  church,  headed  by  Mr.  John  Smith ,  who 
advanced  and  maintained  opinions  fimilar  to  thofe  afterwards  efpoufed  by 
Armimus',  and  befides  his  fentiments  concerning  baptifm,  to  which  Mr. 
Neal,  refers  in  the  next  paragraph,  feveral  fingular  opinions  were  afcribed 
to  him:  as,  that  no  tranflation  of  the  bible  could  be  properly  the  word  of 
God,  but  the  original  only  was  fo :  that  fmging  fet  words  or  verfes  to  God 
was  without  any  proper  authority :  that  flight  in  time  of  perfecution  was 
unlawful:  that  the  new  creature  needed  not  the  fupport  of  fcriptures  and 
ordinances,  but  is  above  them:  that  perfection  is  attainable  in  this  life,  &c. 
There  arofe  againfl:  him  a  whole  hofl:  of  opponents ;  Johnfon,  Rohinfon , 
Clift  Oft,  u4inf worth,  and  JeJfop .  His  character  as  well  as  his  fentiments 
were  attacked  with  a  virulence  of  fpirit  and  an  abuflve  language,  that  dis¬ 
credit  the  charges  and  expofe  the  fpirit  of  the  writers. 

Seefome  account  of  Mr.  Ainfworth ,  prefixed  to  a  new  edition  of  his  two 
treatifes,  p.  27 — 42;  and  Croffrfs  Hiflory  of  Englifh  Baptifts,  vol.  1.  p.  3, 
Sec.  and  p.  265,  Sec,  Ed. 

Amfterdam, 
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Amfterdam.  This  divided  the  congregation,  infomuch  that 
Mr.  A  inf  worth  and  half  the  congregation  excommunicated 
Johnfon ,  who  after  fome  time  returned  the  fame  compliment 
to  Ainfworth.  At  length  the  conteft  grew  fo  hot,  that 
Amfterdam  could  not  hold  them;  Johnfon  and  his  followers 
removed  to  Embden,  where  foon  after  dying,  his  con¬ 
gregation  diffolved.  Nor  did  Mr.  Ainfworth  and  his  follow¬ 
ers  live  long  in  peace,  upon  which  he  left  them  and  retired 
to  Ireland,  where  he  continued  fome  time;  but  when  the 
fpirits  of  his  people  were  quieted  he  returned  to  Amfterdam, 
and  continued  with  them  to  the  day  of  his  death.  This  Mr. 
Ainfworth  was  author  of  an  excellent  little  treatife,  entitled, 
an  Arrow  agahft  Idolatry ,  and  of  a  mod  learned  commentary- 
on  the  live  books  of  Mofcs ,  by  which  he  appears  to  have 
been  a  great  mailer  of  the  oriental  languages  and  of  JewiJh 
antiquities.  His  death  was  fudden,  and  not  without  fufpiciou 
of  violence;  for  it  is  reported,  that  having  found  a  diamond 
of  very  great  value  in  the  ftreets  of  Amilerdam,  he  advertifed 
it  in  print,  and  when  the  owner,  who  was  a  Jew,  came  to 
demand  it,  he  offered  him  any  acknowledgment  he  would 
defire ;  but  Ainfworth ,  though  poor,  would  accept  of  nothing 
but  a  conference  with  fome  of  his  Rabbles  upon  the  pro¬ 
phecies  of  the  old  tellament  relating  to  the  Meftias,  which 
the  other  promifed;  but  not  having  intereft  enough  to^obtain 
it,  and  Ainfworth  being  refolute,  it  is  thought  he  was  poi- 
foned.*  His  congregation  remained  without  a  pallor  for 
fome  years  after  his  death,  and  then  chofe  Mr.  Canne ,  author 
of  the  marginal  references  to  the  bible,  and  fundry  other 
treatifes. 

Mr.  Smith  was  a  learned  man,  and  of  good  abilities,  but  of 
an  imfettled  head,  as  appears  by  the  preface  to  one  of  his 
books,  in  which  he  defires  that  his  lafl  writings  may  always 
be  taken  for  his  prefent  judgment.  He  was  for  refining 
upon  the  Browni/ls  fcheme,  and  at  lall  declared  for  the  prim 
ciples  of  the  Baptifts;  upon  this  he  left  Amfterdam,  and 


*  Others  fay,  that  he  obained  this  conference,  and  fo  confounded  the 
Tews,  that  from  pique  and  malice  they  in  this  manner  put  an  end  to  his  life. 
He  died  in  1622  or  1623,  leaving  an  exemplary  charafter  for  humility, 
fobriety,  difcretion,  aud  unblameable  virtue,  See  an  account  prefixed  to 
his  two  Treatifes,  p.  60,  6z,  Ed, 
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fettled  with  his  difciples  at  Ley  ;  where,  being  at  a  lofs  for  a 
proper  adminiftrator  of  the  ordinance  of  baptifm,  he  plunged 
himfelf,  and  then  performed  the  ceremony  upon  others, 
which  gained  him  the  name  of  a  se-baptist.#  He  after- 
wards  embraced  the  tenets  of  Arminius ,  and  publifhed  cer¬ 
tain  conclufions  upon  thofe  points  in  the  year  1611,  which 
Mr.  Robin fon  anfwered;  but  Smith  died  foon  after,  and  his 
congregation  diflolved. 

Mr.  John  Robinfon  was  a  Norfolk  divine,  beneficed  about 
Yarmouth,  where  being  often  molefted  by  the  bifhop’s 
officers,  and  his  friends  almoft  ruined  in  the  ecclefiaftical 
courts,  he  removed  to  Leyden,  and  erected  a  congregation 
upon  the  model  of  the  Browni/is .-j-  He  fet  out  upon  the  mofl 
rigid  principles,  but  by  converfmg  with  Dr.  Ames,  and  other 
learned  men,  he  became  more  moderate;  and  though  he 
always  maintained  the  lawfulnefs  and  neceffity  of  feparating 
from  thofe  reformed  churches  among  which  he  lived,  yet  he 
did  not  deny  them  to  be  true  churches ,  and  admitted  their 

*  This  is  faid  on  the  authority  of  his  opponents  only,  who,  from  the 
acrimony  with  which  they  wrote  againd  him,  it  may  be  reafonably  conclu¬ 
ded,  might  be  ready  to  take  up  a  report  againd  him  upon  {lender  evidence. 
His  defences  of  himfelf  and  his  opinions  have  not  been,  for  many  years,  to 
be  met  with:  but  the  large  quotations  from  them  in  the  writings  of  his 
opponents  afforded  not  the  lead  intimation,  either  in  the  way  of  concellion  or 
judification,  of  his  having  done  fuch  a  thing;  the  contrary  may  be  rather 
concluded  from  them.  The  firft  ground  of  his  reparation  from  the  eda- 
blifhed  church,  was  a  diflike  of  its  ceremonies  and  prefcribed  forms  of 
prayer,  he  afterwards  doubted  concerning  the  validity  of  baptifm  admi- 
nidered  in  a  national  church ;  this  paved  the  way  for  his  rejecting  the  baptifm 
of  infants  altogether,  and  adopting  immerfeon  as  the  true  and  only  meaning 
of  the  word  baptifm.  Kis  judgment  on  doCtrinal  points  underwent  fimilar 
changes  Hence  Mr.  Neal  has  called  him  a  man  <f  of  an  unfettled  head.” 
This  language  feems  to  infmuate  a  reflection  on  Mr.  Smith :  whereas  it 
is  an  honour  to  any  man;  it  (hews  candor,  ingenuoufnefs,  an  opennefs  to 
conviction,  and  fincerity,  for  one  to  change  his  fentiments  on  further  en¬ 
quiry,  and  to  avow  it.  A  lover  of  truth,  efpecially  who  has  imbibed  in 
early  life  the  principles  of  the  corrupt  edablifhments  of  chridianity,  will 
continually  find  it  his  duty  to  recede  from  his  fird  fentiments.  Bifhop 
j Tillotfon  judly  commended  his  friend  Dr.  Wkichcot\  becaufe,  while  it  is 
cudomary ;  with  learned  men  at  a  certain  age  to  make  their  underfandings , 
the  DoSlor  was  fo  wife  as  to  be  willing  to  learn  to  the  laft ;  i.  e.  He  was  of 
an  unfettled  head. 

Crofby’s  Hiflory  of  the  Englifh  Baptids,  vol.  i.  p.65,  &c.  Account  of 
Mr.  Ainfworth  prefixed  to  his  Two  Treatifes  p.  41.  Ed. 

f  Bayle’s  DifTuafive,  p.  1 77. 
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members  to  occafional  communion,  allowing  his  own  to  join 
with  the  Dutch  churches  in  prayer  and  hearing  the  word, 
but  not  in  the  facraments  and  difcipline,  which  gained  him 
the  chara&er  of  a  semi-separist;  his  words  are  thefe,*  “  We 
“  profefs ,  before  God  and  jnen,  that  we  agree  fo  entirely  with 
u  the  reformed  Dutch  churches  in  matters  of  religion ,  that  we 
“  are  willing  to  fubferibe  to  all  and  every  one  of  their  articles , 

“  as  they  are  fet  down  in  the  harmony  of  confejfions . - IV e  ac - 

“  knowledge  thefe  reformed  churches  for  true  and  genuine;  we 
hold  communion  with  them  as  far  as  we  can ;  thofe  among  us 
that  underftand  the  Dutch  language  frequent  their  fermons ; 
“  and  we  adminifter  the  Lord's  fupper  to  Juch  of  their  members 
“  as  are  known  to  ns ,  and  defire  it  occafional ly This  Mr. 
Rchinfon  was  the  father  of  the  Independents. 

Mr.  Henry  Jacob  was  born  in  Kent,  and  educated  in  St, 
Mary  Hall,  where  he  took  the  degrees  in  arts,  entered  into 
holy  orders,  and  became  precentor  of  Chrift-Church  college, 
and  afterwards  beneficed  in  his  own  country  at  Cheriton.J 
He  was  a  perfon  thoroughly  verfed  in  theological  authors, 
but  withal  a  moil  zealous  puritan.  He  wrote  two  treatifes 
againft  Fr .  Johnfon  the  Brownift,  in  defence  of  the  church 
of  England’s  being  a  true  church,  printed  at  Middleburgh, 
1599,  and  afterwards  publifhed  P^eafons  taken  out  of  God's 
word ,  and  the  beft  human  tejlimonies ,  proving  a  necefjity  of  re ~ 
forming  our  churches  of  England ,  &c.  1604.I  But  going  to 
Leyden,  and  converfmg  with  Mr.  Robinfon ,  he  embraced  his 
fentiments  of  difcipline  and  government,  and  tranfpl anted 
it  into  England  in  the  year  1616,  as  will  be  feen  in  its 
proper  place. 

This  difference  among  the  puritans  engaged  them  in  a 
Warm  controversy  among  themfelves,  about  the  lawfulnefs 
and  neceffiity  of  feparating  from  the  church  of  England ,  while 

*  “  Profitemur  coram  Deo  Sc  hominibus  adeo  nobis  convenire  cum  cc- 
4f  clefiis  reformatis  Belgicis  in  re  religionis  ut  omnibus  Sc  fiagulis  earundum 
ecclefiarum  fidei  articulis,  prout  habentur  in  harmonia  confeftionum  fidei, 
<c  parati  fumus  fubferibe  re. — Eccleiias  reformatas  pro  veris  Sc  genuinis  habe- 
<(  mus,  cum  iifdem  in  facris  Dei  communionem  profitemur,  &  quantum  in 
nobis  eft,  colimus.  .  Conciones  publicas  ab  illarum  paftoribus  habitas,  e« 
“  noftris  qui  norunt  linguam  Belgicam  frequentant:  facram  esenam  earum 
(i  membris,  ft  qua  forte  noftris  ccetibus  interfmt  nobis  cognita,participamus.,, 
x  Life  of  Whitgifi,  p.  566.  f  Ath.  Ox.  vol.  i.  p.  394. 
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the  conforming  clergy  flood  by  as  fpe&ators  of  the  combat. 
Mofl  of  the  puritans  were  for  keeping  within  the  pale  of  the 
church,  apprehending  it  to  be  a  true  church  in  its  do&rines 
and  facraments,  though  defe&ive  in  difcipline,  and  corrupt 
in  ceremonies,  but  being  a  true  church  they  thought  it  not 
lawful  to  feparate,  though  they  could  hardly  continue  in  it 
with  a  good  confcience.  They  fubmitted  to  fufpenfions  and 
deprivations ;  and  when  they  were  driven  out  of  one  diocefe, 
took  fan&uary  in  another,  being  afraid  of  incurring  the  guilt 
of  schism  by  forming  themfelves  into  feparate  communions. 
Whereas  the  Brownifts  maintained,  that  the  church  of  Eng¬ 
land,  in  its  prefent  conftitutio'n,  was  no  true  church  of  Chrift, 
but  a  limb  of  Antichriil,  or  at  beft  a  mere  creature  of  the 
ftate;  that  their  miniflers  were  not  rightly  called  and  ordained, 
nor  the  facraments  duly  adminiftered;  or  fuppofing  it  to  be 
a  true  church,  yet  as  it  was  owned  by  their  adverfaries 
(The  conforming  puritans]  to  be  a  very  corrupt  one;  it  muft 
be  as  lawful  to  feparate  from  it,  as  for  the  church  of  Eng- 
land  to  feparate  from  Rome.  The  conforming  puritans 
evaded  this  confequenee,  by  denying  the  church  of  Rome 
to  be  a  true  church;  nay,  they  affirmed  it  to  be  the  very 
antichrift;  but  the  argument  remained  in  full  force  againft 
the  biffiops,  and  that  part  of  the  clergy  who  acknowledged 
the  church  of  Rome  to  be  a  true  church. 

It  is  certainly  as  lawful  to  feparate  from  the  corruptions  of 
one  church  as  of  another;  and  it  is  neceffary  to  do  fo,  when 
thofe  corruptions  are  impofed  as  terms  of  communion.  Let 
us  hear  archbifhop  Laud ,  in  his  conference  with  the  Jefuit 
Fijher.  “  Another  church  (fays  his  grace)  may  feparate 
from  Rome,  if  Rome  will  feparate  from  Chrift;  and  fo  far 
cc  as  it  feparates  from  him,  and  the  faith,  fo  far  may  another 
“  church  feparate  from  it.  I  grant  the  church  of  Rome 
“  to  be  a  true  church  in  effence,  though  corrupt  in  manners 
“  and  doftrine.  And  corruption  of  manners,  attended  with 
cc  errors  in  the  doftrines  of  faith,  is  a  juft  caufe  for  one  par- 
ticular  church  to  feparate  from  another.”  His  grace 
then  adds,  with  regard  to  the  church  of  Rome ;  “  the  caufe 
46  of  the  feparation  is  yours ,  for  you  thruft  us  from  you,  be- 
4C  caufe  we  called  for  truth  and  redrefs  of  abufes;  for  a 
fchifm  muft  needs  be  theirs  whofe  the  caufe  of  it  is;  the 
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“  woe  runs  full  out  of  the  mouth  of  Chrift,  even  againft 
“  him  that  gives  the  offence,  not  againft  him  that  takes  it. 
“  It  was  ill  done  of  thofe,  whoever  they  were,  who  firfl: 
“  made  the  reparation  [from/Rome];  I  mean  not  aftual  but 
cc  caufal,  for  as  I  faid  before,  the  fchifm  is  theirs  whofe  the 
“  caufe  of  it  is;  and  lie  makes  the  feparation  who  gives  the 


will  jollify  the  feparation  of  the  Brownijls ,  or  the  protcjlant 
?ion-conformi/is  at  this  day. 

This  year  [1605  ]  was  famous  for  the  difeovery  of  the 
gunpowder-plot,  which  was  a  contrivance  of  the  papifts 
to  blow  up  the  king  and  the  whole  royal  family,  with  the 
chief  of  the  protellant  nobility  and  gentry,  November  5th, 
the  firfl:  day  of  their  aflernbling  in  parliament;  for  this  pur- 
pofe  a  cellar  was  hired  under  the  houfe  of  lords,  and  flored 
with  thirty-fix  barrels  of  gun-powder,  covered  over  with 
coals  and  faggots.  But  the  plot  was  difeovered  the  night 
before,  by  means  of  a  letter  fent  to.  the  Lord  Mont  eagle, 
advifing  him  to  abfent  himfelf  from  the  houfe,  becaufe  they 
were  to  receive  a  terrible  blow ,  and  not  to  know  who  hurt  them . 
Monteagle  carrying  the  letter  to  court,  the  king  ordered  the 
apartments  about  the  parliament-houfe  to  be  fearched ;  the 
powder  was  found  under  the  houfe  of  lords,  and  Guy  Vain: 
with  a  dark  lanthorn  in  the  cellar,  waiting  to  fet  fire  to  the 
train  when  the  king  fhould  come  to  the  houfe  the  next  morn¬ 
ing.  Vaux  being  apprehended  confefled  the  plot,  and  im¬ 
peached  feveral  of  his  accomplices,  eight  of  whom  were 
tried  and  executed,  and  among  them  Garnet ,  provincial  of 
the  Englilh  jefuits,  whom  the  pope  afterwards  canonized. 

The  difeovery  of  this  murderous  confpiracy  was  aferibed 
to  the  royal  penetration;*  but  Mr.  OJbome  f  and  others,  with 
great  probability,  fay,  that  the  firfl:  notice  of  it  came  from 
 IV.  king  of  France,  who  heard  of  it  from  the  je¬ 
fuits;  and,  that  the  letter  to  Monteagle  was  an  artifice  of 
Cecil's,  who  was  acquainted  beforehand  with  the  proceed¬ 
ings  of  the  confpirators,  and  fuffered  them  to  go  their  full 

*  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p,  17 1.  +  Olkorne,  p,  438. 
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length.  Even  Heytin  fays,  that  the  king  and  his  council  mined 
wlt[J  them->  and  undermined  them ,  and  by  fo  doing  blew  up 
their  whole  invention .f  But  it  is  agreed  on  all  hands,  that  if 
tne  plot  had  taken  place  it  was  to  have  been  fathered  upon 
the  pm i tans;  and,  as  n  the  king  was  in  the  fecret,  his  ma- 
m  his  fpcech  to  the  parliament,  November  gth,  takes 
particulai  caiv.  to  bung  them  into  reproach;  for  after  ha- 
\mg  cleai  ed  the  ixoman  catholick  religion  from  encoura- 
gang  ludi  murueious  p radices,  he  adds,  The  cruelty  of  the 
puritans  was  worthy  of  fire,  that  would  not  allow  falvation 
to  any  papijls .  So  that  if  thefe  unhappy  people  had  been 
blown  up,  his  majefty  thinks  they  would  have  had  their  de- 
Strange!  that  a  puritan  ihould  be  fo  much  worfe 
tnun  a  papib,  or  dderve  to  be  burnt  for  uncharitablenefs, 
wken  Ids  majefty  knew,  that  the  papifts  were  fo  much  more 
cinmnal  Ux  tins  icipeci  than  they,  not  only  denying  falvruion 
to  tae  puritans,  blit  to  all  who  are  without  the  pale  of  their 
own  ciiUich.  out  woat  was  all  this  to  the  plot?  except  it 
was  to  tui n  oil  the  indignation  of  the  people  from  the 
papifts,  whom  the  king  both  feared  and  loved,  to  the  pu¬ 
ritans,  wiio  in  a  courfe  of  torty  years  iufferings  had  never 
moved  the  lealt  {edition  againft  the  ftate,  but  who  would 
not  be  tlie  advocates  or  dupes  of  an  unbounded  prerogative! 

rue  difeovery  or  this  plot  occafioned  the  drawing  up  the 
oath  of  allegiance,  or  of  fubmiffion  and  obedience  to  the 
king  as  a  temporal  sovereign  independent  of  any  other 
power  upon  earth ;  which  quickly  palled  both  houfes,  and 
was  appointed  to  be  taken  by  all  the  king’s  fubjeefs;  this 
oath  is  diftinft  from  the  oath  of  fupremacy,  which  obliges 
the  fubjeef  to  acknowledge  his  majefty  to  be  fupreme  head 
of  the  church  as  well  as  the  fate ,  and  might  therefore  be 
taken  by  ail  fuch  Roman-catholicks  as  did  not  believe  the 
pope  had,  power  to  depofe  kings ,  and  give  away  their  domi¬ 
nions.  Accordingly  Blackwell  their  fuperior,  and  moft  of  the 
JLnglifh  catholicks,  fubmitted  to  the  oath,  though  the  pope 
abfo.utely  forbad  them  on  pain  of  damnation;  which  occafion- 
ed  a  new  debate,  concerning  the  extent  of  the  pope’s  power 
in  temporals ,  between  the  learned  of  both  religions.  Car- 
dinal  Bellarmine ,  under  the  feigned  name  of  T ortusb  wrote 


f  Kiilory  Prefbytery,  p,  378. 
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againft  the  oath,  which  gave  occafion  to  king  James' s  apo¬ 
logy  to  all  chriftian  princes;  wherein,  after  clearing  himfelf 
from  the  charge  of  perfecuting  the  papifts,  he  reproaches 
his  holinefs  with  ingratitude,  confidering  the  free  liberty  of 
religion  that  he  had  granted  the  papifts ,  the  honours  he  had 
conferred  on  them ,  the  free  accefs  they  had  to  his  perfon  at  all 
times;  the  general  gaol  delivery  of  all  jefuits  and  pap  'fts  con - 
vied,  and  the  Jlrid  orders  he  had  given  his  judges  not  to  put 
the  laws  in  execution  againft  them  for  the  future  .*  All  which 
was  true,  while  the  unhappy  puritans  were  imprifoned  and 
fined,  or  forced  into  banifhment.  The  parliament,  on 
occafion  of  this  plot,  appointed  an  annual  thankfgiving  on 
the  5th  of  November,  and  paffed  another  law,  obliging  all 
perfons  to  come  io  church  under  the  penalty  of  twelve-pence 
every  Sunday  they  were  abfent ,  unlefs  they  gave  fuch  rea- 
fons  as  fliould  be  fatisfa&ory  to  a  juftice  of  peace.  litis, 
like  a  two-edged  fword,  cut  down  all  jeparatfts ,  whether 
proteftants  or  papifts. 

To  return  to  the  puritans  ;  the  more  moderate  of  whom, 
being  willing  to  fteer  a  middle  courfe,  between  a  total  re¬ 
paration  and  abfolute  conformity,  were  attacked  by  fome  of 
the  bifliops  with  this  argument : 

All  thofe  who  wilfully  refule  to  obey  the  king  in  all  things 
indifferent,  and  to  conform  themfelves  to  the  orders  of 
the  church  authorifed  by  him,  not  contrary  to  the  word 
of  God,  are  fchifmaticks ,  enemies  to  the  king’s  fuprema- 
cy,  and  the  ftate,  and  not  to  be  tolerated  in  church  or 
iC  commonwealth. 

u  But  you  do  fo- - 

66  Therefore  you  are  not  to  be  tolerated  in  church  or 
4C  commonwealth.” 

The  puritans  denied  the  charge,  and  returned  this  argu¬ 
ment  upon  their  accufers : 

cc  All  thofe  who  freely  and  willingly  perform  to  the  king 
44  and  ftate  all  obedience,  not  only  in  things  neceffary,  but 
indifferent,  commanded  by  law ,  and  that  have  been  always 
ready  to  conform  themfelves  to  every  order  of  the  church 
u  authorifed  by  him,  not  contrary  to  the  word  of  God ,  are 

*  King  James’s  Apol.  p.  253. 
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*’  ^ree  fr°m  fchifm,  friends  to  the  king’s  fupremacy,  and 
“  }°  the  and  unworthy  in  this  manner  to  be  molefted 
“  in  church  or  commonwealth. 

But  there  are  none  of  us  that  are  deprived  or  fufpended 
Bom  our  mini* try,  but  have  been  ever  ready  to  do  all 
this ;  thei  etore  we  are  free  from  fchifm,  friends  to  the 

king  s  fupremacy,  and  mod  unworthy  of  fuch  moleflation 
as  we  fuftain.” 

i  h;s  being  the  point  of  difference,  the  puritans  offered 
a  pubiick  deputation  upon,  the  lavfulnefs  of  mpofing  cere - 
monies  in  genet  ciI ;  and  m  particular  upon  the  furplice ,  the 
crofs  in  baptij m ,  and  kneeling  at  the  communion;  but  were 
refilled.  Upon  which  the  Lincolnfhire  minifters  drew  up 
an  apology  for  thofe  minifters  who  are  troubled  for  refufing  of 
fubfcription  and  conformity ,  and  prefented  it  to  the  king, 
December  iff,  1004,  the  abridgment  of  which  is  nowr 
before  me,  and  begins  with  a  declaration  of  their  readinefs 
to  fubfcnbe  the  firfft  of  the  three  articles  required  by  the 
3010  canon,  concerning  the  king’s  fupremacy;  but  to  the 
other  two  (fay  they)  we  cannot  fubfcribe,  becaufe  we  are 
perfuaded,  that  both  tire  book  of  common-prayer,  and  the 
other  book  (of  articles]  to  be  fubfcribed  by  this  canon 
(which  yet,  in  feme  refpeefs,  we  reverently  efteem)  contain 
in  them  fundry  things  which  are  not  agreeable ,  but  contrary 
to  the  word  of  God . 

They  objeft  to  the  book  of  common-prayer  in  general, 
That  it  appoints  that  order  for  reading  the  holy  feriptures , 
which  in  many  refpeds  is  contrary  to  the  word  of  God .  As, 

1.  “  The  greateft  part  of  the  canonical  feripture  is  left 
out  in  the  pubiick  reading;  whereas  all  feripture  is  given 
by  infpiration ,  and  is  profitable,  &c.  and  fundry  chapters 
that  are,  in  their  opinion,  more  edifying  than  forne  others 

that  are  read,  are  omitted-—. 

2.  66  It  does  too  much  honour  to  the  Apocryphal  writings , 
fiC  commanding ,  many  of  them  to  be  read  for  firft  lefions, 

and  under  the  name  of  holy  feripture,  and  in  as  great  a 
64  proportion;  for  of  the  canonical  chapters  of  the  Old 
44  Teftament  (being  in  all  feven  hundred  feventy-nine)  are 
“  read  only  five  hundred  ninety-two,  and  of  the  Apocryphal 
u  books  (being  one  hundred  feventy-two  chapters)  are  read 
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“  one  hundred  and  four.  This  they  apprehend  to  be  con- 
trary  to  the  word  of  God,  forafmuch  as  the  apocryphal 
“  books  contain  fundry  andmanifefl  errors,  divers  of  which 
are  here  produced. 

3,  4,  5,  6,  7.  “  The  book  of  common-prayer  appoints 

«  fuch  a  translation  of  the  holy  fcriptures  to  be  read  in  the 
“  churches  as  in  fome  places  is  abfurd,  and  in  others,  takes 
“  from,  perverts,  obfcures,  and  falfifies  the  word  of  God; 
“  examples  of  which  are  produced,  with  the  authorities  of 
“  the  moll  confiderable  reformers.’ ’ 

Their  next  general  objeftion  againft  fubfcribing  the  book 
of  common-prayer  is,  becaufe  it  enjoins  the  ufe  of  fuch  cere¬ 
monies  as  they  apprehend  contrary  to  the  word  of  God . 

To  make  good  this  alfertion  they  fay,*  “  It  is  contrary  to 
“  the  word  of  God  to  ufe  (much  more  to  command  the  ufe 
66  of)  fuch  ceremonies  in  the  worlhip  of  God,  as  man  hath 
(f  devifed,  if  they  be  notorioufly  known  to  be  abufed  to  ido- 
“  latry  and  fuperftition  by  the  papifts,  and  are  of  no  necdfary 
“  ufe  in  the  church.  Here  they  cite  fuch  paffages  of  fcrip- 
cc  ture  as  command  the  Jews  to  abolifh  all  inftruments  of 
“  idolatry;  and  even  to  call  away  fuch  things  as  had  a  good 
“  original,  when  once  they  are  known  to  have  been  abufed 
u  to  idolatry;  as  images ,  groves ,  and  the  brazen  ferpent: 

2  Kings  xviii.  1 1.  They  produce  further  the  tellimonies 
“  of  fundry  fathers,  as  Eufebius ,  St.  Auftin ,  & c.  and  of  the 
cc  moll  confiderable  moderns,  as  Galvin ,  Bucer ,  Muf cuius ^ 
u  Peter  Martyr ,  Beza ,  Zanchy ;  bifhop  Jewel ,  Pilkington , 
“  Bilfon ;  Dr.  Humphry s ,  Fulk,  Andrews ,  Sutcliffe ,  and 
“  others,  againft  conformity  with  idolaters.57 

With  regard  to  the  three  ceremonies  in  queflion,  they 
alledge,  they  have  all  been  abufed  by  the  papifts  to  fuperfti¬ 
tion  and  idolatry. 

1.  “  The  furplice f  has  been  thus  abufed,  for  ’tis  one  of 
thofe  veftments  without  which  nothing  can  be  confecrated; 
cc  all  priefls  that -are  prefent  at  mafs  mull  wear  it,  and  there- 
fore  the  ufe  of  it  in  the  church  has  been  condemned,  not 
a  only  by  foreign  divines,  but  by  bifhop  Hooper ,  Farrar , 
^  Jewel,  Pilkington ,  Rogers ,  and  others  among  ourfelvesd’ 

*  Abridgment,  p.  17.  f  Ibic}.  p.  28. 
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f  1  Lle  crofs  nas  been  alio  abufed  to  fuperftition  and  ido- 
^  -IU7? t0  drive  away  devils,  to  expel  difeafes,  to  break  the 
rflcc  01  .witchcraft,  &c.  It  is  one  of  the  images  to  which 
PaP^us  give  religions  adoration.  The  water  in  bap- 
*C  tifm  has  no  Spiritual  virtue  in  it  without  the  crofs ,  nor  is 
aey  one  ligntly  baptized  (according  to  the  papifts)  with- 


“  out  it.” 


n 

o* 


cc 
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“  Kneeling  at  the  facrament  has  been  no  lefs  abufed; 
it  ciiole  fiom  tne  notion  of  the  tranfubfantiation  of  the 
ctefifnts,  and  is  (fill  uled  by  the  papifts  in  the  worfhip  of 
tL^ii  bt  eaden  God ;  who  admit  they  fhould  be  guilty  of 
idolatry  in  kneeling  before  the  elements,  if  they  did  not 
believe  them  to  be  the  real  body  and  blood  of  Thrift.  This 
ceremony  was  not  introduced  into  the  church  till  antichrift 
was  at  his  full  height;  and  there  is  no  aftion  in  the  whole 
fervice  that  looks  lo  much  like  idolatry  as  this.” 

I  heir  fecond  argument*  for  the  uniawfulnefs  of  the  cere¬ 
monies,  is  taken  from  their  myfical  fignif cation ,  which  gives 
them  the  nature  of  a  facrament.  Now,  no  facrament  ought 
to  be  of  mans  devifmg;  the  ceremonies  therefore,  being 
affirmed  in  the  book  of  common-prayer  to  be  fignificant , 
are  unlawful. 

Their  third  argumentf  is  taken  from  the  uniawfulnefs  of 
imp  of  mg  them  as  parts  of  God9  s  worfhip ,  which  they  prove 
from  hence,  c"  that  God  is  the  only  appointer  of  his  own 
"  worfhip,  and  condemns  all  human  inventions,  fo  far  forth 
as  they  are  made  parts  of  it.  Now  all  the  ceremonies  in 
queffion  are  thus  impofed;  for  divine  fervice  is  fuppofed 
not  to  be  rightly  performed  without  the  furplice ,  nor 
baptifm  rightly  adminiflered  without  the  crofs,  nor  the 
Lord's  flipper  but  to  fuch  as  kneel;  and  therefore  they 
“  ‘are  unlawful**- 

Their  fourth  is  taken  from  hence,  Thai  no  rites  or  eccle - 
fiajhcal  orders  jhould  be  ordained  or  ufed ,  but  fuch  as  are 
needful  and  profitable,  and  for  edification',  and  efpe  dally,  that 
none  Jhould  be  ordained  or  ufed  that  caufe  offence,  and  hinder 
edij\cation,\  Rom.  xiv.  21.  1  Cor.  x.  23,  32.  “Now,  the 

“  ceremonies  111  queflion  are  neither  needful  nor  profitable. 


cc 

cc 
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*  Abridgment,  p.  31.  f  Ibid.  p.  37, 
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“  nor  do  they  tend  to  edification;  but  on  the  contrary,  have 
“  given  great  offence,  as  appears  from  hence,  that  very  many 
“  of  the  learned  and  beft  experienced  minifters  in  the  land 
“  have  cliofen  rather  to  fuffer  any  trouble  than  yield  to  the 
“  ufe  of  them;  and  we  doubt  not  to  affirm,  that  the  grcatcjl 
“  number  of  refident,  able ,  and  godly  minifters  in  the  land  at 
“  this  day ,  do  in  their  confidences  dijlike  them ,  and  judge  them 
44  needlefs  and  unfit  \  as  appears  by  the  lilt  ol  non-lnblcribers 
“  already  mentioned,  [p.  44*]  befides  many  more,  who, 
44  though  unwilling  in  lome  other  refpefts  to  join  in  the  pe- 
44  tition,  did  profefs  their  hearty  defire  to  have  them  re- 
“  moved.*  And  if  the  reft  of  the  (hires  be  efteemed  accord- 
4«  ing  to  this  proportion,  it  will  eafily  appear,  that  the 
44  greateft  number  of  the  refident,  preaching,  and  fruitful 
44  minifters  of  the  land  do  diflike  them.  This  may  yet  fur- 
44  ther  appear,  by  their  feldom  ufmg  them  for  many  years 
44  pad,  and  their  great  unwillingnefs  to  yield  to  the  ufe  of 
44  them  now.  If  they  thought  them  needful  or  profitable, 
44  why  do  they  negleft  them  in  their  publick  miniftry,  being 
44  commanded  by  lawful  authority?  Befides,  thofe  very 
44  bifliops  that  have  been  moft  hot  in  Urging  the  ceremonies 
64  have  declared,  that  the  church  might  well  be  without 
44  them,  and  have  wifhed  them  taken  away;  as,  archbifhop 
44  Whit  gift ,  in  his  defence  of  the  anfwer  to  Cartwright's  ad- 
44  monition,  p. -2.5.9  ;  Dr.  Chadderton ,  bifhop  of  Lincoln,  in 
44  his  Ipeech  before  all  tire  minifters,  convened  before  him  at 
44  Huntingdon,  Nov.  30th,  1604,  and  others  in  ecclefiaftical 
4!>  dignities  have  fpoken  vehemently  againft  them,  as  things 
44  that  do  not  edify,  nor  have  any  tendency  to  promote  de« 
44  cency  or  order. 

44  With  regard  to  the  furplice ,  they  produce  the  teftimo- 
44  nies  of  the  learned  Bucer ,  Peter  Martyr ,  Beza ,  Cranmer , 
*4  Ridley ,  Hooper ,  and  others,  for  the  inexpediency  of  it, 
44  even  though  they  fubmitted  to  wear  it.  Bucer  lays,  he 
44  could  be  content  to  fuffer  fome  grievous  lofs  or  pain  in  his 

body,  upon  condition  the  furplice  might  be  abolifhed. 

44  The  like  authorities  are  brought  againft  the  crofs,  and 
(C  againft  kneeling  at  the  communion ,  the  former  being  a  mere 


*  Abridgment,  p.  52. 
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“  inventi°n  of  man,  neither  taught  by  Chrift  nor  his  apoftles, 
W  W  ,ltter  ^eing  apparently  different  from  the  firft  in- 
„  !;KUtion’  they  receiving  it  in  a  table-pofture;  and  it  is  grofs 
cc  YPocrily  (fay  they)  for  us  to  pretend  more  holinefs,  re- 
4C  VLrcnce  and  devot4on,  in  receiving  the  facrament,  than  the 
aF°)des?  who  received  it  from  the  immediate  hand  and 

Perf°n  ofChrift  They  (to  be  fure)  had  the  cor- 

P.leiCnce  Tor iil5  and  yet  did  not  kneel ;  why  then 

mould  it  he  enjoined  the  church,  when  the  corporal  pre¬ 
fence  of  Chrift  is  withdrawn  ?  This  has  been  thought  an 
«  »8£ment  °^§Teat  force  by  our  chief  divines,  as  Calvin , 
llfinZcr^  kJeza,  Chemnitius ,  bifliop  Pilkington ,  Willet ,  and 
oii-ers,  wno  declare ftrongly  for  the  pofture  of  fitting,  or 
at  mod  (landing  at  the  communion.  ° 

Bdides,  kneeling  at  the  facr ament  is  of  very  late  anti- 
tjiiii),  and  was  not  introduced  into  the  church  till  anti- 
chi ift  was  in  his  full  height;  the  primitive  chriftians 
<C  (accordmg  to  TertullianJ  thought  it  unlawful  to  kneel  at 
pi  a jlI  on  the  Lord  s  day;  and  the  firft  council  of  Nice, 
11:1,1  *  Dom .  327,  made  a  folemn  decree,  that  none  might 
P'  ay  kneeling,  out  only  (landing,  on  the  Lord’s  day,  be¬ 
came  on  that  day  is  celebrated  the  joyful  remembrance  of 
om  Lord  s  reiurreciion.  Io  kneel  is  a  gefture  of  forrow 
and  humiliation  ;  whereas  he  that  prays  Jianding  (hews 
hiuifelf  thankful  for  the  obtaining  fome  mercy  or  favour. 
00  that  either  tne  primitive  church  ufed  a  gefture  of 
greater  reverence  and  humility  at  the  facr ament ,  which  is 
cr*  a  feaft,  and  a  joyful  remembrance  of  the  death  of  Chrift, 
“  than  they  did  at  prayer ,  or  elfe  they  received  it  in  another 
polrure.  Befides,  it  is  faid,*  that  the  ancient  councils 
commanded,  that  no  man  Jhould  kneel  dozen  at  the  comma - 
nion,  fearing  it  Jhould  be  an  occafion  of  idolatry.  Mr.  Fox, f 
6  fpeaking  or  the  ufage  of  the  primitive  church  fays,  they 
c  had  the  communion  not  at  an  altar,  but  at  a  plain  table  of 
boards,  when  the  vfhole  congregation  together  did  com- 
municate,  with  reverence  and  thankfgiving ;  not  lifting 
over  the  pried’ s  head,  nor  worfhipping,  nor  kneeling,  nor 
knocking  their  breads,  but  either  fitting  at  fupper,  or 
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{landing  after  fupper.  Eufebius*  fpeaking  of  a  man  that 
u  had  been  admitted  to  the  communion,  fays,  he  flood,  at  the 
u  table,  and  put  forth  his  hand  to  receive  the  holy  food, 
«  And  bifliop  Jewel  fays,  that  in  St.  BaJiF s  days  \ann. 
“  380I  the  communion-table  was  of  boards,  and  fo  placed, 
“  that  men  might  ft  and  round  it,  and  that  every  man  was 
«  bound  by  an  apollolical  tradition  to  Jland  upright  at  the 
46  communion. 

“  Befides,  the  gefture  of  kneeling  is  contrary  to  the  very 
cc  nature  of  the  Lord’s  {upper,  which  is  ordained  to  be  a 
banquet  and  fign  of  that  fweet  familiarity  that  is  between 
“  the  faithful  and  him,  and  of  that  fpiritual  nourifliment  we 
are  to  receive  by  feeding  on  his  body  and  blood  by  faith  ^ 
“  and  in  what  nation  is  it  thought  decent  to  kneel  at  ban- 
“  quets  ?  Where  do  men  eat  and  drink  upon  their  knees’? 
Further,  the  difpolition  of  mind  at  the  Lord’s  table  is  not 
fo  much  humility ,  as  afj'urance  of  faith ,  and  cheerful  thank - 
C6  fulnefs  for  the  benefits  of  Ch rift's  death.  For  thefe  rea- 
“  fons,  and  becaufe  kneeling  at  the  facrament  had  an  idola- 
trous  original,  and  has  a  tendency  to  lead  men  into  that  fin, 
a  they  think  it  unlawful,  and  to  be  laid  afide.” 

.The  abridgment  concludes  with  a  fhort  table  of  fundry 
other  exceptions  againft  the  three  books  whereunto  they 
44  are  required  to  fubferibe,  which  they  purpofe  to  juf- 
tify  and  confirm  in  the  fame  manner  as  they  have  done  in 
relpecl  of  thofe  contained  in  this  book  ;  a  fummary  whereof 
we  (hall  meet  with  hereafter. 

The  abridgment  was  anfweredby  bifliop  Moreton  and  Dr, 
Burges ,  who,  after  having  differed  himfelf  to  be  deprived  for 
non-conformity,  June  19,  1604,  was  perfuaded  by  king 
James  to  conform,  and  write  in  defence  of  his  prefent  con- 
duft  againft  his  former  arguments.  Biftiop  Moreton  endea¬ 
vours  to  defend  the  innocency  of  the  three  ceremonies  from 
feripture,  antiquity,  the  teftimony  of  proteftant  divines,  and 
the  practice  of  the  non-conformifts  themfelves  in  other  cafes, 
and  has  faid  as  much  as  can  be  faid  in  favour  of  them ; 
though  it  is  hard  to  defend  the  impofing  them  upon  thofe  who 
efteem  them  unlawful,  or  who  apprehend  things  indifferent 
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ought  to  be  left  in  the  ftate  that  Chrift  left  them.  Dr. 
Downham ,  Sparkes ,  Cove!,  Hutton ,  Rogers,  and  Ball,  wrote 
for  the  ceremonies ;  and  were  anfwered  by  Mr.  Bradjhaw , 
Mr.  P aul  Baynes,  Dr.  Ames,  and  others. 

From  the  arguments  of  theie  divines  it  appears,  that  the 
puntaiis  weie  lemoving  to  a  greater  diftance  from  the 
church ;  for  whereas  (fays  Dr.  Burges J  Mr.  Cartwright 
and  his  brethren  wiote  {harply  again! i  the  ceremonies  as  in¬ 
convenient^  now  they  are  oppofed  as  abfolutely  unlawful ,  nei¬ 
ther  to  be  impofed  nor  ufed.  The  cruel  feverities  of  Bancroft 
and  the  high  commiffioners  were  the  occafion  of  this ;  for 
being  puflied  upon  one  of  thefe  extremes,  either  to  a  con- 
ftant  ^  and  full  conformity,  or  to  lay  down  their  miniftry  in 
the  church,  many  of  them,  at  one  of  their  conferences,  came 
to  this  conclufion,  that  if  they  could  not  enjoy  their  livings 
without  fihfct  ihing  over  again  the  three  articles  above-men¬ 
tioned^  and  declaring  at  the  fame  time ,  they  did  it  willingly 
and  from  their  hearts,  it  was  their  duty  to  refign . 
Thefe  were  called  brethren  of  the  fecond  feparation ,  who 
were  content  to  join  with  the  church  in  her  doctrines  and 
facraments,  though  they  apprehended  it  unlawful  to  declare 
their  hearty  approbation  of  the  ceremonies;  and  if  their 
conduft  was  grounded  on  a  conviction  that  it  was  their  duty 
as  chriftians  to  bear  their  teftimony  againft  all  unfcriptural 
impofitions  in  the  worfhip  of  God,  it  mud  deferve  the  com¬ 
mendation  of  all  impartial  and  confident  proteftants.  No 
men  could  go  greater  lengths  for  the  fake  of  peace  than 
they  were  willing  to  do  ;  for  in  their  defence  of  the  minifters 
rmf oils  for  refufal  of  fubfeription  to  the  book  of  common-prayer 
againft  the  cavils  of  F.  Hutton,  B.  D.  Dr.  Cove!,  and  Dr. 
Sparkes,  publifhed  1607,  they  begin  thus,  “  Weproteftbe- 
<c  fore  the  almighty  God,  that  we  acknowledge  the  churches 
of  England  as  they  be  eftablifhed  by  publick  authority,  to 
fC  be  true  vifible  churches  of  Chrift;  that  we  defire  the  con- 
tinuance  of  our  miniftry  in  them  above  all  earthly  things, 
<c  as  that  without  which  our  whole  life  would  be  wearifome 
and  bitter  to  us;  that  we  diflike  not  a  fet  form  of  prayer 
to  be  ufed  in  our  churches;  nor  do  we  write  with  an  evil 
mind  to  deprave  the  book  of  common-prayer,  ordination, 
or  book  of  homilies;  but  to  {hew  our  reafons  why  we 
cannot  fubferibe  to  all  things  contained  in  them*’* 
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Thefe  extreme  proceedings  of  the  bilhops  (lengthened 
the  hands  of  the  Brownists  in  Holland,  who  with  great 
advantage  declared  againil  the  lawfulnefs  of  holding  com¬ 
munion  with  the  church  of  England  at  that  time,  not  only 
becaufe  it  was  a  corrupt  church ,  but  a  perfecting  one .  On 
the  other  hand,  the  younger  divines  in  the  church,  who 
preached  for  preferment,  painted  the  feparatijls  in  the  moll 
odious  colours,  as  herctick. r,  fchifmaticks,  fanaticks,  prcci- 
fans,  enemies  to  God  and  the  king ,  and  of  unjiable  minds. 
‘The  very  lame  language  which  the  papifls  had  ufed  againil 
the  firlt  reformers. 

To  remove  thefe  reproaches,  and  to  inform  the  world  of 
the  real  principles  of  the  puritans  of  thefe  times,  the  reve¬ 
rend  Mr.  Bradjhaw  publifhed  a  fmall  treatife,  entitled  Eng¬ 
lish  Puritanism,  containing  the  main  opinions  of  the  rigidejl 
fort  ofthofe  that  went  by  that  name  in  the  realm  of  England, 
which  the  learned  Dr.  Ames  tranflated  into  Latin  for  the  be¬ 
nefit  of  foreigners.  The  reader  will  learn  by  the  followiug 
abflract  of  it,  the  true  Hate  of  their  cafe,  as  well  as  the  near 
affinity  between  the  principles  of  the  ancient  and  modern 
aon-conformilts.* 


CHAP.  I. 

Concerning  Religion  in  general. 

“  The  puritans  hold  and  maintain  the  abfolute  perfeftion 
4C  of  the  holy  feriptures,  both  as  to  faith  and  worfhip ;  and 
“  that  whatfoever  is  enjoined  as  a  part  of  divine  fervice,  that 
“  cannot  be  warranted  by  the  faid  feriptures,  is  unlawful. 

2.  “  That  all  inventions  of  men,  eipecially  fuch  as  have 
“  been  abufed  to  idolatry,  are  to  be  excluded  out  of  the 
“  exercifes  of  religion. 

3.  “  That  all  outward  means  militated  to  exprefs  and  fet 
cc  forth  the  inward  worfhip  of  God,  are  parts  of  divine 
“  worfhip,  and  ought  therefore  evidently  to  be  preferibed 

by  the  word  of  God. 


*  Several  things,  confidered  as  remarkable  by  Dr.  Grey ,  are  omitted  by 
Mr.  Neal.  But  this  doth  not  impeach  Mr.  Nerd's  fairnefs,  as  he  avowedly 
lays  only  an  abftradt  before  his  readers;  and  the  paftages,  to  which  Dr. 
Grey  alludes,  do  not  convey  fentiments  repugnant  to  the  principles  exhi¬ 
bited  in  the  above  abftratt.  Ep. 
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u  'm^tute  and  ordain  any  myOJcal  rites  or  cere- 

monies  of  religion,  and  to  mingle  the  fame  with  the  divine 
„  ceremonies  of  God’s  ordinance,  is  grofs  fuper- 
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*  *  They  frold  and  maintain,  that  every  congregation 
or  affembly  of  men,  ordinarily  joining  together  in  the  true 
worfhip  of  God,  is  a  true  vifible  church  of  Chrift. 

2.  u  1  hat  all  fuch  churches  are  in  all  eccleliaftical  matters 
(  (]Uid,  and  by  the  word  of  God  ought  to  have  the  fame 
officers,  adminiffrations,  orders,  and  forms  of  worfhip. 

3.  lhat  Chrifl  has  not  fubjecled  any  church  or  con- 
“  gregation  to  any  other  fuperior  ecclefiaftical  jurifdi&ion 
“  than  to  that  which  is  within  itfelf,  fo  that  if  a  whole 

’  church  or  congregation  ffiould  err  in  any  matters  of  faith 
oi  woi  ffiip,  no  other  churches  or  fpintual  officers,  have 
power  to  cenfure  or  punifh  them,  but  are  only  to  counfel 
and  advife  them. 

cc  That  every  church  ought  to  have  her  own  fpiritual 
ec  officers  and  miniilers  refident  with  her;  and  thofe  fuch  as 
are  enjoined  by  Chrifl  in  the  New  Teflament,  and  no  other. 

5*  “  hhat  every  church  ought  to  have  liberty  to  choofe 
their  own  fpiritual  officers. 

0.  i  hat  if  particular  churched  err  in  this  choice,  none 
but  tne  civil  magii irate  has  power  to  controul  them,  and 
oblige  them  to  make  a  better  choice. 

7’  1  hat  eccleliaftical  officers  or  minifters  in  one  church 

ouglit  not  to  bear  any  eccleliaftical  office  in  another;  and 
*  they  are  not  to  forfake  their  calling  without  juft  caufe, 
ana  luch  as  may  be  approved  by  the  congregation;  but 
il  the  congregation  will  not  hearken  to  reafon,  they  are 
then  to  appeal  to  the  civil  magiftrate,  who  is  bound  to 
“  procure  them  juftice. 

o.  lhat  a  church,  having  chofen  its  fpiritual  governors. 

**  ought  to  live  in  all  canonical  obedience  to  them,  agreeable 
to  the  word  of  God;  and  if  any  of  them  be  fufpended,  or 
unjuftly  deprived,  by  other  eccleliaftical  officers,  they  are 
44  humbly  to  pray  the  magiftrate  to  reftore  them;  and  if 
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cc  they  cannot  obtain  it,  they  are  to  own  them  to  be  their 
fpiritual  guides  to  the  death,  though  they  are  rigoroufly 
deprived  of  their  miniftry  and  fervice. 

9.  That  the  laws  and  orders  of  the  churches  warranted 
“  by  the  word  of  God  are  not  repugnant  to  civil  govern- 
“  ment,  whether  monarchical,  ariftocratical  or  democratical; 
cc  and  we  renounce  all  jurifdiftion  that  is  repugnant  or  dero- 
“  gatory  to  any  of  thefe,  efpecially  to  the  monarchy  of  this 
£C  kingdom.” 

o 

CHAP.  III. 

Concerning  the  Miniftcrs  of  the  Word . 

1 .  u  They  hold  that  the  paftors  of  particular  congrega- 
tions  are  the  higheft  fpiritual  officers  in  the  church,  over 

“  whom  there  is  no  fuperior  pallor  by  divine  appointment 
but  Jefus  Chrift. 

2.  66  That  there  are  not  by  divine  injlitution ,  in  the  word, 
£C  any  ordinary  national,  provincial,  or  diocefan  paftors,  to 

whom  the  paftors  of  particular  churches  are  to  be  fubject. 
f  u  That  no  paftor  ought  to  exercife,  or  accept  of  any 
civil  jurifdiftion  or  authority,  but  ought  to  be  wholly  em- 
“  ployed  in  fpiritual  offices  and  duties  to  that  congregation 
“  over  which  he  is  fet. 

4.  “  That  the  fupreme  office  of  the  paftor  is  to  preach 
the  word  publickly  to  the  congregation;  and  that  the 

“  people  of  God  ought  not  to  acknowledge  any  for  their 
paftors  that  are  not  able  by  preaching  to  interpret  and 
“  apply  the  word  of  God  to  them;  and  conlequently  all 
“  ignorant,  and  mere  reading  priefts,  are  to  be  rejected. 

5.  “  That  in  publick  worlhip  the  paftor  only  is  to  be 
the  mouth  of  the  congregation  to  God  in  prayer;  and 

“  that  the  people  are  only  to  teftify  their  aflent  by  the  word 
Amen . 

6.  cc  That  the  church  has  no  power  to  impofe  upon  her 
paftors  or  officers,  any  other  ceremonies  or  injunctions 

cc  than  what  Chrift  has  appointed. 

7*  I  hat  in  every  church  there  ffiould  alfo  be  a  doctor 
to  inftruci  and  catechize  the  ignorant  in  the  main  princi- 
“  pies  of  religion.” 


CHAP. 


6z 


the  history 


CHAP.  I. 


CHAP.  IV. 


Concerning  the  Elders. 


€( 

CC 

cc 

cc 

cc 

cc 


cc 


cc 


1.  “ ■'lhey  hold,  that  by  God’s  ordinance  the  con?re<*a- 
non  mould  choofe  other  officers  as  affiftants  to  the  mini- 
iLcrs  m  the  government  of  the  church,  who  are  jointly 
wnu  the  numbers  to  be  overfeers  of  the  manners  and  con- 
venation  or  ail  the  congregation. 

2*  r  /  ^at  t^le^e  are  t0  be  chofen  ont  of  the  graveft,  and 
molt  difcreet  members,  who  are  alfo  of  feme  note  in  the 
woiid3  and  aole  (if  poffible)  to  maintain  themfelves.” 

chap.  v. 

Of  Church  Cenfures . 

h  tiM  the  fpiritual  keys  of  the  church  are 

“  committed  to  the  aforefaid  fpiritual  officers  and  governors 
“  and  to  none  others.  &  5 

2.  “  That  by  virtue  of  thefe  keys  they  are  not  to  ex¬ 
amine  anc.  make  inouiiition  into  the  hearts  of  men,  nor 
molefc  them  upon  private  fnfpicions,  or  uncertain  fame, 

c’  but  to  proceed  only  upon  open  and  notorious  crimes.  If 
46  the  offender  be  convinced,  they  ought  not  to  fcorn,  de- 
1  me,  taunt,  and  icvne  him  with  contumelious  language, 
<c  nor  procure  prodcors  to  make  perfonal  inveftives  againft 
him;  nor  make  him  give  attendance  from  term  to  term , 
44  and  from  one  court  day  to  another,  after  the  manner  of  our 
46  ecclefiaflical  courts;  but  to  ufe  him  brotherly,  and  if  pot 
fible  to  move  him  to  repentance;  and  if  he  repent  they 
are  not  to  proceed  to  cenfure,  but  to  accept  his  hearty 
cc  forrow  and  contrition  as  a  fuffieient  fatisfaftion  to  the 
church,  without  impofing  any  fines,  or  taking  fees,  or  en- 
joining  any  outward  mark  of  ffiame,  as  the  white  Jheet ,  &c. 

“  But  if  the  offender  be  obftinate,  and  fliew  no  figns  of 
repentance,  and  if  his  crime  be  fully  proved  upon  him, 
and  be  or  inch  a  high  nature  as  to  deferve  a  cenfure  ac- 
cc  cording  to  the  word  of  God,  then  the  ecclefiaflical  officers, 
fic  with  the  free  confent  of  the  wholec  ongregation,  (and  not 
other  wife)  are  firft  to  fufpend  him  from  the  facrament, 
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“  praying  for  him  at  the  fame  time,  that  God  would  give 
64  him  repentance  to  the  acknowledgment  of  his  fault;  and 
t4  if  this  does  not  humble  him,  they  are  then  to  denounce 
“  him  to  be  as  yet  no  member  of  the  kingdom  of  heaven, 
44  and  of  that  congregation;  and  fo  areTo  leave  him  to  God 
44  and  the  king.  And  this  is  all  the  ecclefiaftical  jurifdiftion 
44  that  any  fpiritual  officers  are  to  ufe  againft  any  man  for 
44  the  great  eft  crime  that  can  be  committed. 

44  If  the  party  offending  be  a  civil  fuperior,  they  are  to 
64  behave  towards  him  with  all  that  reverence  and  civil  fub- 
44  jecHon  that  his  honour  or  high  office  in  the  ftate  may  re- 
44  quire.  They  are  not  to  prefume  to  convene  him  before 
44  them,  but  are  themfelves  to  go  to  him  in  all  civil  and 
44  humble  manner,  to  ftand  bare-headed,  to  bow,  to  give 
44  him  all  his  civil-titles ;  and  if  it  be  a  fupreme  governor  or 
44  king,  to  kneel,  and  in  moft  humble  manner  to  acquaint 
44  him  with  his  faults;  and  if  fuch,  or  any  other  offenders 
44  will  voluntarily  withdraw  from  the  communion,  they  have 
44  no  farther  concern  with  them. 

44  They  hold  the  oath  ex  officio  on  the  impofer’s  part  to  be 
44  moft  damnable  and  tyrannous,  againft  the  very  law  of  na- 
44  ture,  devifed  by  antichrift,  through  the  infpiration  of  the 
44  devil,  to  tempt  weak  Chriftians  to  perjure  themfelves,  or 
44  be  drawn  in  to  reveal  to  the  enemies  of  Chriftianity  thofe 
44  fecret  religious  afts,  which,  though  done  for  the  advance- 
44  ment  of  the  gofpel,  may  bring  on  themfelves  and  their 
44  deareft  friends  heavy  fentences  of  condemnation  from  the 
44  court.5' 
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i •  u  They  hold,  that  the  civil  magiftrate  ought  to  have 
44  fupreme  civil*'  power  over  all  the  churches  within  his  do- 
44  minions;  but  that,  as  he  is  a  Chriftian,  he  ought  to  be  a 
44  member  of  fome  one  of  them;  which  is  not  in  the  leaft 
44  derogatory  to  his  civil  fupremacy. 


,  *  f^r*  Grey  fays,  that  the  word,  civil,  is  added  by  Mr.  Neal,  and  that 
i)(t  has  omitted,  after  (  dominions, ’  the  claofe  i  in  all  caies  whatfoeverd  Ed. 
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2.  u  1  hat  all  ecclefiaftical  officers  are  punifhable  by  the 
civil  magifirate,  for  the  abufe  of  their  ecclefiaftical  offices; 

“  and  much  more  if  they  intrude  upon  the  rights  and  prero- 
gatives  or  the  civil  authority. 

3.  1  hey  hold  the  Pope  to  be  Antichrifk ,  becaufe  he 
ufurps  the  fupremacy  over  kings  and  princes;  and  there- 
fore  all  that  defend  the  popifh  faith,  and  that  are  for 

iC  tolerating  that  religion,  are  fecret  enemies  of  the  king’s 
44  fupremacy. 

4.  c4  1  hat  all  archbifhops,  bifhops,  deans,  officials,  &c. 
hold  their  offices  and  functions  at  the  king’s  will  and  plea- 

cc  lure,  merely  jure  humano ;  and  whofoever  holdeth  that 
“  the  king  may  not  remove  them,  and  difpofe  of  them  at  his 
44  pleafure,  is  an  enemy  to  his  fupremacy” 


Let  the  reader  now  judge,  whether  there  was  fufficient 
ground  for  the  calumny  and  reproach  that  was  caff  upon  the 
puritans  of  thefe  times:  But  their  adverfaries  having  often 
charged  them  with  denying  tlie  fupremacy , -and  with  claim¬ 
ing  a  fort  of  jurifdiftion  over  the  king  himfelf,  they  publiffied 
another  pamphlet  this  fummer,  entitled,  a  protefation  of  the 
king's  fupremacy ,  made  in  the  name  of  the  afflicted  ?nmi/iers> 
and  oppofed  to  the  Jhameful  calumniations  of  the  prelates .  To 
■which  was  annexed,  an  humble  petition  for  liberty  of  con- 
fcience.  In  their  proteftation  they  declare, 

1.  44  We  hold  and  maintain  the  king’s  fupremacy  in  all 
44  caufes,  and  over  all  perfons  civil  and  ecclefiaftical,  as  it 
44  was  granted  to  queen  Elizabeth ,  and  explained  in  the  book 
44  of  injunctions;  nor  have  any  of  us  been  unwilling  to  fuh- 
44  feribe  and  fwear  to  it.  We  believe  it  to  be  the  kind’s 
44  natural  right  without  a faint  e  law ,  and  that  the  churches 
44  within  his  dominions  would  fin  damnably  if  they  did  not 
44  yield  it  to  him.  Nay,  we  believe,  that  the  king  cannot 
44  alienate  it  from  his  crown,  or  transfer  it  to  any  fpiritua! 
44  potentates  or  rulers;  and  that  it  is  not  tied  to  his  faith  or 
44  chriftianity,  but  to  his  very  crown;  fo  that  if  he  were  an. 
44  infidel  the  ffioremacy  is  his  due. 

»  w 

2.  44  We  hold,  that  no  church  officers  have  power  to  de- 
44  prive  the  king  of  any  branch  of  his  royal  prerogative, 
44  much  lefs  of  his  fupremacy,  which  is  infeparable  from  him. 

3.  44  That 
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3.  “  That  no  ecclefiaftical  officers  have  power  over  the 
C4  bodies,  lives,  goods,  or  liberties,  of  any  perfons  within 
“  the  king’s  dominions. 

4.  “  That  the  king  may  make  laws  for  the  good  order- 
“  ing  of  the  churches  within  his  dominions;  and  that  the 
cc  churches  ought  not  to  be  difobedient,  unlefs  they  appre- 
“  hend  them  contrary  to  the  word  of  God ;  and  even  in  fuch 
“  cafe  they  are  not  to  refill,  but  peaceably  to  forbear  obe- 
“  dience,  and  fubmit  to  the  punilhment,  if  mercy  cannot  be 

obtained. 

5.  “  That  the  king  only  hath  power,  within  his  dominions, 
to  convene  fynods  or  general  aflemblies  of  minifters,  and 
by  his  authority  royal  to  ratify  and  give  life  to  their  ca¬ 
nons  and  conftitutions,  without  whofe  ratification  no  man 
can  force  any  fubjeft  to  yield  obedience  to  the  fame. 

6.  “  That  the  king  ought  not  to  be  fubjeft  to  the  cenfures 
“  of  any  churches,  church-officers,  or  fynods  whatfoever  ; 

but  only  to  that  church,  and  thofe  officers  of  his  own  court 

and  houfliold,  with  whom  he  lhall  voluntarily  j»oin  in  com- 
<c  munion,  where  there  can  be  no  fear  of  unjull  ufage. 

7.  cc  If  a  king,  after  he  has  held  communion  with  a  Chrif- 
tian  church,  Ihould  turn  apoflate,  or  live  in  a  courfe  of 
open  defiance  to  the  laws  of  God  and  religion,  the  church 
governors  are  to  give  over  their  fpiritual  charge  and 
tuition  of  him,  which  by  calling  from  God  and  the  king, 
they  did  undertake;  and  more  than  this  they  may  not  do, 

retains  his  fupreme  authority  over  the 
c  churches  as  entirely,  and  in  as  ample  a  manner,  as  if  he 
c  were  the  mod  Chrillian  prince  in  the  world. 

u  8.  We  refufe  no  obedience  to  the  king,  nor  to  any  of 
*  the .  canons  required  by  the  prelates,  but  fuch  as  we  are 
willing  to  take  upon  our  confidences,  and  to  fwear  (if  re¬ 
quired)  that  we  believe  contrary  to  the  word  of  God .  We 
^  deny  no  ecclefiaftical  jurifidiftion  to  the  king  but  that  which 

Chi  ill  has  appropriated  to  himfelf,  who  is  the  foie  doftor 
“  and  legiflator  of  his  church. 

9*  vk  e  are  fo  far  from  claiming  any  fupremacy  to  our- 
felves,  that  we  exclude  from  ourfelves  all  fecular  pomp  and 
power,  holding  it  a  fin  to  punifh  men  in  their  bodies, 
goods,  liberties  or  lives,  for  any  merely  lpiritual  offence. 
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io.  44  We  confine  all  ecclefiaftical  jurifdi£tion  within  one 
44  congregation,  and  that  jarifdiftion  is  not  alone  in  the  mi- 
44  nifters,  but  alfo  in  the  elders  of  the  church ;  and  their 
4 4  jurifdi&ion  is  merely  ipiritual. 

44  THEREFORE  all  that  we  crave  of  his  majefly  and 
44  the  (late  is,  that,  with  his  and  their  permiffion,  it  may  be 
44  lawful  for  us  to  worfliip  God  according  to  his  revealed 
44  will;  and  that  we  may  not  be  forced  to  the  obfervance  of 
44  any  human  rites  and  ceremonies.  We  are  ready  to  make 
44  an  open  confeffion  of  our  faith,  and  form  of  worfliip,  and 
44  defire  that  we  may  not  be  obliged  to  worfliip  God  in 
44  corners,  but  that  our  religious  and  civil  behaviour  may  be 
44  open  to  the  obfervation  and  cenfure  of  the  civil  govern- 
44  ment,  to  whom  we  profefs  all  due  fubje&ion.  So  long  as 
44  it  {hall  pleafe  the  king  and  parliament  to  maintain  the 
44  hierarchy  or  prelacy  in  this  kingdom,  we  are  content  that 
44  they  enjoy  their  {fate  and  dignity;  and  we  will  live  as  bre- 
44  thren  among  thofe  minifters  that  acknowledge  fpiritual 
44  homage  to  their  fpiritual  lordfliips,  paying  to  them  all  tem- 
44  poral  duties  of  tithes,  &c.  and  joining  with  them  in  the 
44  fervice  and  worfliip  of  God,  fo  far  as  we  may,  without 
44  our  own  particular  communicating  in  thofe  human  tra- 
44  ditions  which  we  judge  unlawful.  Only  we  pray,  that 
44  the  prelates  and  their  ecclefiaftical  officers  may  -not  be  our 
44  judges,  but  that  we  may  both  of  us  ftand  at  the  bar  of 
44  the  civil  magiflrate,  and  that  if  we  {hall  be  openly  vilified 
44  and  flandered,  it  may  be  lawful  for  us,  without  fear  of 
44  punifliment,  to  juftify  ourfelves  to  the  world;  and  then 
44  we  (hall  think  our  lives,  and  all  that  we  have,  too  little  to 
44  fpend  in  the  fervice  of  our  king  and  country.55 

Though  the  principles  of  fubmiffion  are  here  laid  down 
with  great  latitude,  and  though  the  practice  of  the  puritans 
was  agreeable  to  them,  yet  their  enemies  did  not  fail  to 
charge  them  with  difloyalty,  with  fedition,  and  with  difturb- 
ing  the  peace  of  the  ftate.  Upon  which  the  minifters  of 
Devon  and  Cornwall  publiflied  another  fmall  treatife,  entitled 
A  removal  of  certain  imputations  laid  upon  the  minifters ,  &c. 
in  which  they  fay  (p.  21.)  44  Let  them  [the  bifhopsj  lift 

64  well 


chap.  I. 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


6y 

44  well  our  courfes  fince  his  majedy’s  happy  entrance  in 
44  among  us,  and  let  them  name  wherein  we  have  done 
44  ought  that  may  juftly  be  faid  ill  to  become  the  miniders 
44  of  Jefus  Chrid.  Have  we  drawn  any  fword?  Have  we 
44  raifed  any  tumult?  Have  we  ufed  any  threats?  Hath 
44  the  (late  been  put  into  any  fear  or  hazard  through  us  ? 
44  Manifold  difgraces  have  been  call  upon  us,  and  we  have 
44  endured  them;  the  liberty  of  our  minidry  hath  been  taken 
44  from  us,  and  (though  with  bleeding  hearts)  we  have  fuf- 
44  tained  it.  We  have  been  call  out  of  our  houfes,  and  de- 
44  prived  of  our  ordinary  maintenance,  yet  have  we  blown 
44  no  trumpet  of  fedition.  Thefe  things  have  gone  very 
44  near  us,  and  yet  did  we  never  fo  much  as  entertain  a 
44  thought  of  violence.  The  truth  is,  we  have  petitioned 
44  the  king  and  date;  and  who  hath  reafon  to  deny  us  that 
44  liberty?  We  have  craved  of  the  prelates  to  deal  with  us 
44  according  to  law;  and  is  not  this  the  common  benefit  of 
44  every  fubjeft?  We  have  befought  them  to  convince  our 

44  confciences  by  fcripture  : - Alas!  what  would  they  have 

44  us  to  do?  Will  they  have  us  content  ourfelves  with  this 
44  only,  that  they  are  bifliops,  and  therefore  for  their  great- 
44  nefs  ought  to  be  yielded  to?  The  weight  of  epifcopai 
44  power  may  opprefs  us,  but  cannot  convince  us.”* 

It  appears  from  hence,  that  the  puritans  were  the  king'£ 
faithful  fubje&s;  that  they  complied  to  the  utmod  limit  of 
their  confciences,  and  that  when  they  could  not  obey,  they 
were  content  to  fuffer.  Here  are  no  principles  inconfident 
with  the  publick  fafety ;  no  marks  of  herefy,  impiety,  or  fe¬ 
dition;  no  charges  of  ignorance,  or  negleft  of  duty;  how 
unreafonable  then  mud  it  be,  to  filence  and  deprive  fuch 
men?  to  fhut  them  up  in  prifon,  or  fend  them  with  their  fa¬ 
milies  a  begging,  while  their  pulpit  doors  were  to  be  fliut  up, 
and  there  was  a  famine  in  many  parts  of  the  country,  not  of 
bread,  but  of  the  word  of  the  Lord;|  yet  thefe  honed  men 
were  not  only  perfecuted  at  home,  but  redrained  from  retiring 
into  his  majedy’s  dominions  abroad;  for  when  the  ecclefi- 

*  Epifcoporum  au&oritas  opprimere  nos  poteft,  docerenon  poteft.  Ed. 
f  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  176,  185,  folio  edit. 
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allical  courts  had  driven  them  from  their  habitations  and 
livelihoods,  and  were  {till  hunting  them  by  their  informers 
from  one  end  of  the  land  to  the  other,  feveral  families  eroded 
the  ocean  to  Virginia,  and  invited  their  friends  to  follow ; 
but  Bancroft ,  being  informed  that  great  numbers  were  pre¬ 
paring  to  embark,  obtained  a  proclamation  prohibiting  them 
to  tranfport  themfelves  to  Virginia,  without  a  fpecial  licence 
from  the  king;  a  feveriiy  hardly  to  be  paralleled!  nor  was 
it  ever  imitated  in  this'  country  except  by  archbifhop  LaucL 
The  iiles  of  Guernfey  and  Jerfey  having  enjoyed  the  dif- 
cipline  of  the  French  churches  without  dilturbance,  all  the 
reign  of  queen  Elizabeth ,  upon  the  acceffion  of  the  prefent 
king,  addreffed  his  Majefty  for  a  confirmation  of  it;*  which 
he  was  pleafed  to  grant  by  a  letter  under  the  privy  feal,  in 
thefe  words: 

“  WHEREAS  we  have  been  given  to*  underhand, 
“  that  our  dear  filler  queen  Elizabeth  did  permit  and  allow 
“  to  the  files  of  Jerfey  and  Guernfey,  parcels  of  the 
“  dutchy  of  Normandy,  the  ufe  of  the  government  of  the 
u  reformed  churches  of  the  faid  dutchy,  whereof  they  have 
c<  Hood  poffefifed  till  our  coming  to  the  crown;  for  this 
cc  caufe,  as  well  as  for  the  edification  of  the  church,  we  do 
will  and  ordain,  that  our  faid  Hies  fhall  quietly  enjoy  their 
44  faid  liberty  in  the  ufe  of  ecclefiaftical  difcipline  there  now 
“  ejlablijhed  ;  forbidding  any  one  to  give  them  any  trouble 

*  •  -  V 

*  Dr.  Grey  quotes  here  Collier's  Ecclefiaftical  Hiftory,  vol.  ii.  p.  705,  in 
contradiction,  to  Mr.  Neal ,  and  to  charge  the  puritans  as  <f  addrefting  king 
“  James  with  a  falfe  fuggeftion,  that  the  difcipline  had  been  allowed  by 
queen  Ebzabeth."  Dr.  Grey's  ftridture  would  have  been  fuperfeded,  if 
he  had  attended  to  Mr.  Neal's  ftate  of  the  bufmefs ;  who  fays  only,  that  “  the 
“  difcipline  of  the  French  churches  had  been  enjoyed  without  difturbance 
“  all  the  reign  of  queen  Elizabeth without  afterting  whether  this  indul¬ 
gence  were  owing  to  connivance,  or  to  an  exprefs  grant.  Heylin ,  how¬ 
ever,  fays,  that  the  “  Genevian  difcipline  had  been  fettled  by  queen  Eliza- 
“  beth."  Hift.  of  Freib  p.  395.  And  Collier  him  (elf  o.vns,  Phat  though 
the  aueen  allowed  only  one  church  to  adopt  the  model  of  Geneva,  and  en¬ 
joined  the  ufe  of  the  Englifh  liturgy  in  all  others;  yet  it  wa^  foon  laid 
aiide  by  all  the  churches,  and  the  Geneva  plan  adopted  by  the  decree  of 
fynods,  held  under  the  countenance  of  the  governors  of  Guernfey  and  the 
neighbouring  ifles.  Thefe  authorities  fully  juftify  Mr.  Neal's  representa¬ 
tion.  Ed.  \ 
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«  or  impeachment,  fo  long  as  they  contain  themfelves  in  our 
u  obedience. - ” 

Given  at  Hampton-Court,  Auguft  8th,  in  the  firjl  year  of 
our  reign ,  1603. 

But  Bancroft  and  fome  of  his  brethren  the  bifhops,  having 
poffeffed  the  king  with  the  neceffity  of  a  general  uniformity 
throughout  all  his  dominions,  thefe  iflands  were  to  be  in¬ 
cluded;  accordingly  Sir  John  Peyton ,  a  zealous  churchman, 
was  appointed  governor,  with  fecret  inllructions  to  root  out 
the  Geneva  difeipline,  and  plant  the  Englifh  liturgy  and  cere¬ 
monies.*  This  gentleman,  taking  advantage  of  the  fynod’s 
appointing  a  minifter  to  a  vacant  living,  according  to  cuftom, 
protefted  againft  it,  as  injurious  to  the  king’s  prerogative, 
and  complained  to  court,  that  the  Jerfey  minifters  had 
ufurped  the  patronage  of  the  benefices  of  the  ifland;  that 
they  had  admitted  men  to  livings  without  the  form  of  pre- 
fentation,  which  was  a  lofs  to  the  crown  in  its  firft-fruits; 
that  by  the  connivance  or  allowance  of  former  governors 
they  exercifed  a  kind  of  arbitrary  jurifdiftion ;  and  there¬ 
fore  prayed  that  his  majefty  would  fettle  the  Englifh  difei¬ 
pline  among  them.j-  T  be  Jerfey  minifters  alledged  in  their 
own  defence,  that  the  prefentation  to  livings  was  a  branch  of 
their  difeipline;  and  that  the  payment  of  firjl  fruits  and 
tenths  had  never  been  demanded  fmee  they  were  difengaged 
from  the  fee  of  Conftance .  They  pleaded  his  majefty’s  royal 
confirmation  of  their  difeipline,  which  was  read  publickly  in 
a  fynod  of  both  iflands  in  the  year  1605.  But  this  pious 
king  had  very  little  regard  to  promifes,  oaths,  or  charters, 
when  they  flood  in  the  way  of  his  arbitrary  deCgns;  he  or¬ 
dered  therefore  his  ecclefiaftical  officers  to  purfue  his  in- 
ftru&ions  in  the-  moft  eft  e  final  manner.  Accordingly  they 
took  the  prefentations  to  vacant  livings  into  their  own  hands, 
without  confulting  the  prefbytery;  they  annulled  the  oath, 
whereby  all  ecclefiaftical  and  civil  officers  were  obliged  to 
fwear  to  the  maintenance  of  their  dijeipline ;  and  whereas  all 
who  received  the  holy  facrament  were  required  to  fubferibe 


Heylin’s  Hid.  Prefb.  p.  396,  and  Collier’s  Ecclef.  Hid.  p.  705 , 
f  Heyliq’s  Hilt.  Prefb,  p-  396. 
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to  the  allowance  of  the  general  form  of  church 


-- — .  ...  ciucrs  uKewue  were  cited  into  the 

temporal  courts,  and  ftripped  of  their  privileges ;  nor  had 
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ey  much  .better  quarter  in  the  confijlory ,  for  the  governor 
and  jurats  made  the  decrees  of  that  court  ineffectual,  by  re- 
Verfmg  them  in  the  Town-hall. 

Complaint  being  made  to  the  court  of  thefe  innovations, 
t  e  ving  ent  them  word,  that  to  avoid  all  dilputes  for  the 
ruture,  he  was  determined  to  revive  the  office  and  authority 
o  a  dean,  and  to  eftabliffi  the  Engliffi  common-prayer  book 
among  them,  which  he  did  accordingly;*  and  ordered  the 
l.nop  or  Wmchefter,  in  whofe  diocefe  they  were,  to  draw 
up  fome  canons  for  the  dean’s  direction  in  the  exercife  of 
!s  governruent;  which  being  done,  and  confirmed  by  the 
king,  their  former  privileges  were  extinguiffied.  Where¬ 
upon  many  left  the  iflands  and  retired  into  France  and  Hol¬ 
land:  however  others  made  a  ffiift  to  fupport  their  difcipline 
niter  a  manner,  in  the  illand  of  Guernfey,  where  the  epiff 
copal  regulations  could  not  take  place. 

Mr.  Robert  Parker ,  a  puritan  minifter  already  mentioned, 
pubhfhed  this  year  a  very  learned  treatife  of  the  crofs  in  bap- 
fy'nh t.  t^e  bifhops,  inftead  of  anfwering  it,  perfuaded 

the  king  to  iffue  a  proclamation,  with  an  offer  of  a  reward 
foi  apprehending  him,  which  obliged  him  to  abfcond.  A 
treacherous  fervant  of  the  family  having  informed  the  officers 
where  he  had  retired,  they  came  and  fearched  the  houfe, 
but  by  the  fpecial  providence  of  God  he  was  preferved,  the 
only  room  they  neglefted  to  fearch  being  that  in  which  he 
was  concealed,  from  whence  he  heard  them  quarrelling  and 
/wearing  at  one  another;  one  faying,  they  had  not  fearched 
that  room,  and  another  confidently  afferting  the  contrary, 
and  refufing  to  fuffer  it  to  be  fearched  over  again.  Had  he 
been  taken,  he  had  been  caff  into  prifon,  where  without 
doubt  (fays  my  author)  he  muff  have  died.  When  he  got 
into  Holland,  he  would  have  been  chofen  minifter  of  the 
Englifh  church  at  Amfterdam,  but  the  magiftrates  being 

*  Collyer,  vol.  ii.  p,  yo6.  Heylin’s  Hill.  Prelb,  p.  39S-9. 


f  Pierce,  p.  17 1. 
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afraid  of  difobliging  king  James ,  he  went  to  Doefburgh, 
and  became  minifter  of  that  garrifon,  where  he  departed 

This  year  died  the  famous  Dr.  John  Raynolds,  king  s 
profeffor  in  Oxford,  at  firft  a  zealous  papift,  while  his  bro¬ 
ther  William  was  a  proteftant,  but  by  conference?  and  depu¬ 
tation  the  brothers  converted  each  other,  William  dying  an 
inveterate  papift,  and  John  an  eminent  proteftant.*  He  was 
born  in  Devonlhire  1 549,  and  educated  in  Corpus-Chnfti 
college  Oxford,  of  which  he  was  afterwards  prefident.  He 
was  a  prodigy  for  reading,  his  memory  being  a  living  library. 
Dr.  Hall  ufedto  fay,  that  his  memory  and  reading  were  near 
a  miracle.  He  had  turned  over  all  writers  profane  and 
ecclefiaftical,  as  councils,  fathers,  hiflories,  &c.  He  was  a 
critick  in  the  languages;-]-  of  a  lharp  wit  and  indefatigable 
induftry;  his  piety  and  fanctity  of  life  were  fo  eminent  and 
confpicuous,  that  the  learned  Qracanthorp  ufed  to  fay,  that 
to  name  Raynolds  was  to  commend  virtue  itlelf.  He  was 
alfo  of  great  modefty  and  humility.  In  fhort,  fays  the  Ox¬ 
ford  hiftorian,  nothing  can  be  fpoken  againjl  him ,  but  that  he 
was  the  pillar  of  puritanifm ,  and  the  grand  favourer  of  non¬ 
conformity.  At  length,  after  a  fevere  and  mortified  life,  he 
died  in  his  college  May  21,  1607,  tetatis  68,  and  was  buried 
with  great  funeral  folemnity  in  St.  Mary  s  church. 

Soon  after  died  the  famous  Mr.  Thomas  B nightman,  author 
of  a  commentary  upon  the  Song  of  Solomon ,  and  the  Revela¬ 
tions:  he  was  born  at  Nottingham,  and  bred  in  Queen  s- 
college,  Cambridge,  where  he  became  a  champion  for  non- 
formity  to  the  ceremonies.  He  was  afterwards  pi  efented 
by  Sir  John  Ofbourne  to  the  rectory  of  Hauncs  in  Bedfoid- 
ftiire,  where  he  fpent  the  remainder  of  his  days  in  haid  ftudy, 
and  conftant  application  to  his  charge,  as  far  as  his  con- 
fcience  would  admit.  +  His  life,  fays  Mr.  Fuller,  was  ange¬ 
lical,  his  learning  uncommon;  he  was  a  clofe  ftudent,  of  little 
ftature,  and  fnch  a  matter  of  himfelf,  that  he  was  never 
known  to  be  moved  with  anger.  His  daily  difeourfe  was 
againft  epifcopal  government,  which  he  prophefied  would 


*  Fuller’s  Abel  Redivivus,  p.  477. 


f  Wood’s  Ath.  vol.  i.  p.  290. 


%  Church  Hift.  b.  x.  p.  50. 
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SoSinfrh^T**  andthe  government  of  the  foreign 
Loo  i  e  hu,rchelbe  eroded  in  its  place.  He  died  fuddenly 

his  coach  'h  ’  rSiC  WaSJid!ng  with  Sir  J°hn  Ofuourne  in 
nib  coach’  by  a  hidden  oblWtion  of  the  liver  or  gall  Auo- 
24>  loo 7,  aetatis  51.  &  3 

The  king  having  given  the  reins  of  the  church  into  the 
mm  s  01  the  predates  and  their  dependants,  thefe  in  return 
ccame  zealous  champions  for  the  prerogative,  both  in  the 
pulpit  and  from  the  prefs.  Two  books  were  publilhed  this 
}cni,  which  maintained  the  moll  extravagant  maxims  of 
arbitrary  power;  one  written  by  Cowel,  LL.D.  and  vicar- 
general  to  the  archbilhop,  wherein  he  affirms,  i.  That  the 
Kmg  is  not  bound  by  the  laws,  or  by  his  coronation  oath. 
2.  hat  he  is  not  obliged  to  call  parliaments  to  make  laws, 
but  may  do  it  without  them.  .3.  That  it  is  a  great  favour 
°,adm!t  rL  confent  of  the  fubjeft  in  giving  fubfidies.  The 
^P1'*  Mack-wood,  a  clergyman,  who  maintained  that 
me  tnglijh  were  all  Jlaves  from  the  Norman  conqueft.  The 
parliament  would  have  brought  the  authors  to  juftice,  but  the 
king  protected  them  by  proroguing  the  houfes  in  difplea- 
hire  ;f  and  to  fupply  his  neceffities  began  to  raife  money  by 
monopolies  of  divers  manufactures,  to  the  unfpeakable  preiu- 
ciice  or  the  trade  of  the  kingdom. 

*  “How”  a  Iks  bid, op  Warlurton,  “  would  the  hiftorian  hive  us  under- 
tancl  tins.  As  a  true  prophecy  to  be  fulfilled,  ora  falfe  prophqt  confuted?” 

,  e  *®P;y  IS’  Mr-  -Veg/is  to  be  underftood  as  his  author  Mr.  Fuller,  from 
wnom  he  quotes.  Neither  meant  to  afcribe  to  Mr.  Brigbtman  a  prophetic 
in.  pi  ration,  but  only  to  relate  his  fentiments  and  apprehenfions.  To  which 
however  the  bifhop  may  fneer,  the  events  of  the  next  reign  bore  a  corre- 

ff ,£'  !  ,le  cl*uJe—“  and  the  government  of  the  foreign  proteflant 

Cui. relies,  <S;c.  as  Dr.  Grey  ob.erves,  is  not  in  Fuller-,  who,  however. 

fright  man  gave  offence  by  “  refembling  the  church  of 
r.ngiand  to  lukewarm  Laodicea,  praifing  and  preferring  the  purity  of 
iO.eign  pro  el  ant  churches.”  He  always  carried  about  him  a  Greek 
cenament,  whica  he  read  through  every  fortnight.  Ed. 

rt  ^/t«fays,  as  Dr.  Grey  obferves,  “  the  king  interpofed ,  and  fruftrated 
Pf  liament  s  deugn,  by  publishing  a  proclamation,  to  forbid  the  read- 
„  " »  f  p  !yH'ks,  and  to  order  copies  to  be  delivered  to  the  magnates. 
But  Inch  f-roc.amations  are  ufually  ill  obeyed,  Specially  when  it  is  not 
tne  king; smtereit  to  fee  them  ftriftly  executed.”  '  So  that  by  thefe  mea- 
lui  es  the  king  fereened  the  perfons  of  the  authors.  En. 

This 
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This  year  died  the  famous  "Jacobus  Arminius ,  divinity  pro- 
felfor  in  the  univerfity  of  Leyden,  who  gave  birth  to  the 
famous  feft  Still  called  by  his  name.  He  was  born  at  Ou  de- 
water,  1560.  His  parents  dying  in  his  infancy,  he  was 
educated  at  the  publick  expence  by  the  magistrates  of  Am- 
fterdam,  and  was  afterwards  chofen  one  of  the  miniifers  of 
that  city  in  the  year  1588.  Being  delired  by  one  of  the 
profeffors  of  Franequer  to  confute  a  treatife  of  Beza' s  upon 
the  fupralapfarian  Scheme  of  predejiination ,  he  fell  himfelf 
into  the  contrary  Sentiment.  In  the  year  1600,  he  was 
called  to  fucceed  Junius  in  the  divinity  chair  of  Leyden,  and 
was  the  firSt  who  was  Solemnly  created  doctor  of  divinity  in 
that  univerfity.  Here  his  notions  concerning  predejiination 
and  grace ,  and  the  extent  of  ChriJV s  redemption ,  met  with  a 
powerful  opposition  from  Gomarus  and  others.  But  though 
his  difciples  increafed  prodigioufly  in  a  few  years,  yet  the 
troubles  he  met  with  from  his  adverfaries,  and  the  attacks 
made  upon  his  charafter  and  reputation,  broke  his  Spirits, 
io  that  he  funk  into  a  melancholy  diforder,  attended  with  a 
complication  of  difternpers,  which  haftened  his  end,  after  he 
had  been  profeffor  fix  years,  and  had  lived  forty-nine.  He 
is  reprefented  as  a  divine  of  considerable  learning,  piety  and 
modeSty,  far  from  going  the  lengths  of  his  fucceffors,  Vorftius , 
Epifcopius ,  and  Curcellaus ;  yet  his  doctrines  occafioned  fuch 
confufion  in  that  country,  as  could  not  be  terminated  with¬ 
out  a  national  fynod,  and  produced  great  diStraftions  in  the 
.church  of  England,  as  will  be  feen  hereafter. 

In  the  parliament  which  met  this  fummer  the  fpirit  of 
EngliSh  liberty  began  to  revive ;  one  of  the  members  made 
the  following  bold  fpeech  in  the  houfe  of  commons,  contain¬ 
ing  a  particular  representation  of  the  grievances  of  the  na¬ 
tion,  and  of  the  attempts  made  for  the  redrefs  of  them. 
‘£  It  begins  with  a  complaint  againSt  the  biShops  in  their 
6C  eccleSiaStical  courts,  for  depriving,  difgracing.  Silencing, 
£C  and  imprifoning  fuch  of  God’s  meffengers  (being  learned 
and  godly  preachers)  as  he  has  furniShed  with  moft  hea- 
venly  graces  to  call  us  to  repentance,  for  no  other  caufe, 
but  for  not  conforming  themfelves  further,  and  otherwife 
than  by  the  fubfeription  limited  in  the  Statute  of  the  1  3th 
Elizabeth  they  are  bound  to  do,  thereby  making  the  laws 

“  of 
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“  of  the  church  and  commonwealth  to  jar,  which  to  reform, 
(fays  he)  we  made  a  law  for  Jubfcription>  agreeing  to  the 
“  intent  of  the  aforefaid  ftatute,  which  would  have  eftablifhed 
i.he  peace  both  of  church  and  ftate  ;  and  if  it  had  received 
the  royal  a  dent,  would  have  been  an  occafion  that  many 
Subjects  might  be  well  taught  the  means  of  their  falva- 
tion,  who  now  want  fufficient  knowledge  of  the  word  of 
God  to  ground  their  faith  upon. - 

“  And  whereas  by  the  laws  of  God  and  th?  land,  ecclefi- 
aftical  perfons  Ihould  ufe  only  the  fpi ritual  fword,  by  ex* 
“  hortation,  admonition ,  and  excommunication ,  which  are  the 
keys  of  the  church,  to  exclude  impenitent  finners,  and 
leave  the  temporal  (word  to  the  civil  magiftrate,  which 
“  was  always  fo  ufed  in  England,  till  the  fecond  year  of  the 
reign  of  king  Henry  IV.  at  which  time  the  popifli  pre¬ 
lates  got  the  temporal  fword  into  their  hands;  which 
“  ftatute  was  fince  by  feveral  acts  of  parliament  made  void; 
“  yet  by  virtue  of  that  temporal  authority  once  for  a  fliort 
“  (pace  by  them  ufed,  feme  ecclefiaftical  perfons  do  ufe  both 
<c  fwords,  and  with  thofe  two  fwords  the  oath  ex  officio , 
"  which  began  firft  in  England  by  the  ftatute  of  the  fecond 
of  king  Henry  IV.  being  contrary  to  the  laws  of  England, 
and,  as  I  verily  think,  contrary  to  the  laws  of  God. 

“  Wherefore  to  reform  thefe  abufes  we  made  two  good 
“  laws,  one  to  abridge  the  force  of  the  ecclefiaftical  com- 
“  million  in  many  points ;  the  other  to  abrogate  and  take 
“  away  the  power  of  ecclefiaftical  perfons  to  adminifter  the 
oath  ex  officio ,  being  a  very  hateful  thing  and  unlawful. 

“  And  forafmuch  as  among  the  canons  lately  made  by  the 
“  clergy  of  England  in  convocation,  it  was  thought  that 
“  feme  of  their  canons  did  extend  to  charge  the  bodies, 
lands,  and  goods  of  the  fubje&s  of  this  realm,  farther  than 
was  lawful  and  meet,  we  therefore  made  a  good  law  to 
“  make  void  fuch  canons ,  unlefs  the  fame  canons  were  con- 

V  firmed  by  parliament. 

“  And  as  we  haft  care  of  the  church,  fo  likewife  of  the 
commonwealth  ;  and  therefore,  after  fearching  the  records 
“  of  the  1  ower ,  and  after  hearing  the  opinion  of  lawyers, 
<c  we  found  it  clear,  that  impofitions  laid  upon  merchandize 

V  or  other  goods  of  the  fubject,  by  the  king,  without  confent 
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cc  of  parliament,  was  not  lawful;  and  therefore  we  patted  a 
“  bill,  declaring  that  no  impofition  laid  upon  goods  is  law- 

“  ful  without  confent  of  parliament. - 

“  But  God  has  not  permitted  thefe  and  fundry  other 
tc  good  laws  to  take  effeft  or  pafs  into  ftatutes,  though  we 
“  earneitly  defired  them;  if  they  had,  both  the  king  and 
“  his  fubjefts  would  have  been  more  happy  than  ever;  what 
«  would  we  not  then  have  given  to  fupply  the  king’s  wants? 
66  But  as  things  now  hand,  and  without  reformation  of  the 
cc  aforementioned  grievances,  we  cannot  give  much,  becaufe 
we  have  no  certainty  of  that  which  {hall  remain  to  us  after 
<c  our  gift.” 

To  put  a  flop  to  fuch  dangerous  fpeeches,  the  king  fum- 
moned  both  houfes  to  Whitehall,  and  told  them,  “  that  he 
«c  did  not  intend  to  govern  by  theabfolute  power  of  a  king, 
iC  though  he  knew  the  power  of  kings  was  like  the  divine 
*c  power;  for  (fays  his  majefty)  as  God  can  create  and  de- 
(troy,  make  and  unmake  at  his  pleafute,  fo  kings  can  give 
life  and  death ,  judge  all  and  be  judged  by  none ;  they  can 
exalt  and  abafe ,  and  like  men  at  chefs ,  make  a  pawn  take 

cc  a  bifoop  or  a  knight” - After  this  he  tells  the  houfes, 

u  that  as  it  was  blafphemy  to  difpute  what  God  might  do, 
cc  fo  it  was  fedition  in  fubjefts  to  difpute  what  a  king  might 
<c  do  in  the  height  of  his  power .  He  commanded  them  there- 
cc  fore  not  to  meddle  with  the  main  points  of  government, 
6C  which  would  be  to  leffen  his  craft,  who  had  been  thirty 
u  years  at  his  trade  in  Scotland,  and  ferved  an  apprentice- 
drip  of  feven  years  in  England.” 

The  parliament,  not  terrified  with  this  high  language,  weut 
on  fteadily  in  aflerting  their  rights;  May  24th,  1610,  twenty 
of  the  lower  houfe  prefented  a  remonjirance ,  in  which  they 
declare,  “  That  whereas  they  had  firft  received  a  meffage, 
“  and  fince  by  his  majefty ’s  fpecch  had  been  commanded  to 
“  refrain  from  debating  upon  things  relating  to  the  chief 
“  points  of  government;  they  do  hold  it  their  undoubted  right 
to  examine  into  the  grievances  of  the  fubjed ,  and  to  enquire 
cc  into  their  oven  rights  and  properties ,  as  well  as  his  may  fly's 
“  prerogative ;*  and  they  mpft  humbly  and  inftantly  befeech 
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c;  his  gracious  majefty,  that  without  offence  to  the  fame, 
^  ti]ey  may>  according  to  the  undoubted  right  and  liberty  of 
**  parliament,  proceed  in  their  intended  courfe  againft  the 
late  new  impofi tions.—  ” 


In  another  petition  they  befeech  his  majeffy  to  put  the  laws 
in  execution  againft  papijls ;  and  with  regard  to  the  puritans 
they  fay,  “  Whereas  divers  learned  and  painful  paftors  that 
“  llave  *ong  travailed  in  the  work  of  the  miniftry  with  good 
fruit  and  blellmg  of  their  labour,  who  were  ever  ready  to 
“  perform  the  legal fnbfcription  appointed  by  the  iph  of  Eliz- 
z  a  be  tli,  wine  a  only  concerneth  the  profeffion  of  the  true 
chiifhan  faith  and  doftrine  of  the  facraments,  yet  for  not 
“  conforming  in  fome  points  of  ceremonies,  and  for  refufing 
the  fubfeription  directed  by  the  late  canons,  have  been 
removed  from  their  ecclefiaftical  livings,  being  their  free- 
hola,  and  debarred  rrom  all  means  of  maintenance,  to  the 
Ci  8rcat  grief  of  your  majefty*  s  lubje&s,  feeing  the  whole 
people  that  want  inftruchon  lie  oven  to  the  feduceinent  of 
“  popilh  and  ill-affefted  perfons;  we  therefore  moft  humbly 
cc  befeech  your  majeffy,  that  fuch  deprived  and  filenced 
miniffers  may  by  licence,  or  permiffion  of  the  reverend 
fathers  in  their  feveral  diocefes,  inftrucf  and  preach  unto 
their  people  in  fuch  parifhes  and  places  where  they  may 
be  employed,  fo  as  they  apply  themfelves  in  their  miniffry 
to  wholefome  doctrine  and  exhortation,  and  live  quietly 
and  peaceably  in  their  callings;  and  fliall  not  by  writing 
or  preaching  impugn  things  eftabiilhedby  publick  autho¬ 
rity.  They  alfo  pray  that  difpenfations  for  pluralities  of 
benefices  with  cure  of  fouls,  may  be  prohibited;  and  that 
44  toleration  of  non-refidency  may  be  reftrained.  And  for* 
afmuch  as  excommunication  is  exercifed  upon  an  incredible 
<5  number  of  the  common  people,  by  the  fubordinate  officers 
"  of  the  jurifaiclion  ecclefiaftical,  for  fmall  caufes,  by  the 
foie  information  of  a  bafe  apparitor ,  fo  that  the  poor  are 
driven  to  excefiive  expences  for  matters  of  fmall  moment, 
£C  while  the  rich  efcape  that  cenfure  by  commutation  of  pe- 
nance ;  they  therefore  moft  humbly  pray  for  a  reformation 
•c  in  the  premifesT 

In  another  petition  they  reprefent  to  his  majeffy  the  great 
grievance  of  the  commission  ecclesiastical,  and  in  all 
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humility  befeeclihis  majefty  to  ratify  the  law  they  had  pre¬ 
pared  for  reducing  it  within  reafonable  and  convenient  limits; 
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they  fay,  “  that  the  Jlatute  i  FJiz.  cap.  J,  by  which  the 
“  commiTion  is  authorized,  has  been  found  dangerous  and 
“  inconvenient  on  many  accounts : 

Firfi,  44  Becaufe  it  enables  the  making  fucli  commiffion  to 
“  one  fubjeft  born  as  well  as  more. 

Secondly ,  “  Becaufe  under  colour  of  fome  words  in  the 
«  ftatute,  whereby  die  commiffioners  are  authorized  to  aft 
V-  according  to  the  tenor  and  effect  ot  your  highnefs’s  letters 
“  patent,  and  by  letters  patent  grounded  thereon,  they  do 
6C  fine  and  imprifon,  and  exercife  other  authorities  not  be¬ 
longing  to  the  ecclefiaftical  jurifdiftion,  reftored  to  the 
crown  by  this  ftatute  \  for  by  the  lame  rule  your  highnefs 
“  may  by  your  letters  patent  authorize  them  to  fine  without 
44  (lint,  and  imprifon  without  limitation  of  time;  as  alio  ac- 
44  cording  to  will  and  diferetion,  without  regard  to  any  laws 
fpiritual  and  tempdral ;  they  may  impofe  utter  confifca- 
tion  of  goods,  forfeiture  of  lands,  yea,  and  the  taking  away 
44  of  limb  and  life  itfelf,  and  this  for  any  matter  appertain- 
44  mg  to  fpiritual  jurifdiftion ,  which  could  never  be  the  in- 
44  tent  of  the  law. 

Thirdly ,  44  Becaufe  the  king,  by  the  fame  ftatute,  may  fee 
up  an  ecclefiaftical  commiffion  in  every  diocefe,  count}-, 
and  pari  ill  of  England,  and  thereby  all  jurifdiftion  may  be 
taken  from  biftiops  and  transferred  to  laymen. 

Fourthly ,  44  Becaufe  every  petty  offence  appertaining  to 
fpiritual  jurifdiftion  is  by  colour  of  the  faid  words  and 
letters  patent  made  fubjeft  to  excommunication,  whereby 
44  the  fmalleft  offenders  may  be  obliged  to  travel  from  the 
u  moil  remote  parts  of  the  kingdom  to  London,  to  their 
44  utter  min. 

Fifthly ,  44  Becaufe  it  is  very  hard,  if  not  impoffible,  to 
44  know  what  matters  or  offence's  are  included  within  their 
44  commiffion,  as  appertaining  to  fpiritual  and  ecclefiaftical 
juriidiftion,  it  being  unknown  what  ancient  canons  or  laws 
fpiritual  are  in  force. 

44  As  for  the  commiffion  ecclefiaftical  itfelf,  grounded  On 
44  fact  ftatute  abovementioned,  it  is  a  very  great  grievance, 
“becaufe  ' 
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rii;iiAThe  f;imf  mCn  !raVe  both  fPiritual  and  temporal  ju- 

himfdf  ^  7 difmay  f°-Ce  ?e  pa/ty  bP  ^  to  accife 
melf,  and  alfo  enquire  thereof  by  a  jury:  and  la/llv 

may  m^iCl  f°r  the/ame  offence,  and  at  the  fame  time  by 

punifnmem!  &  b0th  a  fpiritUal  and  tem*”aL 

2.  “  Whereas  upon  fentences  of  deprivation  or  other 
piritual  cenfures,  given  by  force  of  ordinary  jurifdiction, 
an  appeal 'lies  for  the  party  grieved;  this  is  here  excluded 
by  exprefs  words  of  the  commiffion.  Alfo,  here  is  to  be  a 
a  u  ud  oy  a  jury  but  no  remedy  by  traverfe  or  attaint. 

or  can  a  man  have  any  writ  of  error,  though  judgment 
be  given  againfl:  him,  amounting  to  the  taking  away  all 
is  goods,  and  imprifoning  him  for  life,  yea,  to  the  ad- 

Ju  .  m  in  tPe  cafe  °f  pramunire ,  whereby  his  lands 

arC  rTt!ted’  and  he  Put  out  of  the  protection  of  the  law. 

3.  Whereas  penal  laws,  and  offences  againfl  them,  can¬ 
not  be  determined  in  other  courts,  or  by  other  perfons, 
than  thole  entrufled  byf  parliament,  yet  the  execution  of 
many  fuch  ftatutcs  made  fmce  the  firfl  Elizabeth ,  are  com¬ 
mitted  to  the  ecclefiaflical  commiffioners,  who  may  inflift 

i  ^  .  1*1  1  being  pramunire* 

and  of  other  high  nature,  and  fo  inforce  a  man  upon  his 

aatb  to  accufe  himfelf,  or  elfe  inflift  other  temporal  punifh- 
ments  at  pleafure;  and  after  this,  the  party  fhall  be  fubicft 
in  the  courts  mentioned  in  the  afts  to  punifhments  by  the 
fame  acts  appointed  and  inflicted.  1 

4.  “  1  he  commijjion  gives  authority  to  oblige  men,  not 
only  to  give  recognizance  for  their  appearance  from  time  to 
tune,  but  alfo  for  performance  of  whatfoever  fhall  be  by 
the  commiffioners  ordered,  and  to  pay  fuch  fees  as  the 
commiffioners  fhall  think  fit. 

“  The  execution  of  th c  co?nmiffion  is  no  lefs  grievous  to 
the  fubjeft;  for,  (i.)  Laymen  are  puniffied  for  fpeaking 
or  th Jiniony j  and  other  mifdemeanors  of  Jpiritucil  men9 
though  the  thing  fpoken  be  true,  and  tends  to  the  indul 
cing  fome  condign  punilhment.  (2.)  Thefe  commiffioners 
ufually  allot  to  women,  difcontented,  and  unwilling  to  live 
with  their  hufbands,  fuch  portions  and  maintenance  as 
they  think  fitj  to  the  great  encouragement  of  wives  to  be 

"  difobedient 
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difobedient  to  their  hufbands.  And  (3O  Puifuevants 
u  and  other  minifters  employed  in  apprehending  fufpefted 
*<  offenders,  or  in  fearching  for  fuppofed  fcandalous  books, 
44  break  open  men’s  houfes,  clofets,  and  deiks,  lifling  all 
44  corners  and  private  places,  as  in  cafes  of  high  treafon. . 

A  further  grievance  is  the  flay,  of  writs  of  prohibition , 
44  habeas  corpus ,  de  homine  replegiando ,  which  are  a  confi- 
«  derable  relief  to  the  opprelfed  fubje&s  of  the  kingdom, 
44  His  majefly,  in  order  to  fupport  the  inferior  courts  againft 
44  the  principal  courts  of  common  law,  had  ordeicd  things 
44  fo,  that  writs  had  been  more  fparingly  granted,  and  with 
44  greater  caution.  They  therefore  pray  his  majefly,  to  re- 
44  quire  his  judges  in  Weftminfter-hall  to  giant  fuch  writs  in 

44  cafes  wherein  they  lie. 

44  But  one  of  the  greatefl  and  moft  threatening  griev- 
<c  ances,  was  the  king’s  granting  letters  patent  for  monopolies, 
44  as  licences  for  wine,  alehoufes,  felling  feu-coal ,  &-c.  which 
44  they  pray  his  majefly  to  forbear  for  the  futui  e,  that  the 
44  difeafe  may  be  cured,  and  others  of  like  nature  prevented.5* 

The  king,  inftead  of  concurring  with  his  parliament,  was 
fo  difgufted  with  their  remonflrance,  that  he  diffolved  them 
[Zkr.°3,  1610]  without  paffmg  any  one  aft  this  feffion,* 
after  they  had  continued  above  fix  years;  and  was  fo  out  of 
humour  with  the  fpirit  of  Englifli  liberty  that  was  growing 
in  the  houfes,  that  he  refolved  (if  poffible)  to  govern  with¬ 
out  parliaments  for  the  future.  This  was  done  by  the  advice 
of  Bancroft ,  and  other  fervile  court  flatterers,  and  was  the 
beginning  of  that  mifchief,  (fays  Wilfon --)  which,  when  it 
came  to  a  full  ripenefs,  maae  fuch  a  bloody  tincture  in  both 
kingdoms  as  never  will  be  got  out  of  the  bifhops  lawn  fleeves. 

From  the  time  that  king  fames  came  to  t;he  Englifli 
throne,  and  long  before,  if  we  may  believe  Dr.  Heylin ,  his 
majefly  had  projected  the  reftoring  epifcopacy  in  the  kirk  01 
Scotland,  and  reducing  the  two  kingdoms  to  one  uniform 
government  and  difcipline;  for  this  purpofe  archbifhop 
Bancroft  maintained  a  fecret  correfpondence  with  him,  and 
corrupted  one  Norton ,  an  Englifli  bookfeller  at  Edinburgh, 
£in  the  year  1589] 'to  betray  the  Scots  affairs  to  him,  as  he 


*  Fuller’s  Church  Hilt.  b.  x.  p.  56.  +  Hill,  of  king  James,  p.  46. 
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arties  t WUh  C?irS  f  f1-8  exilraination-  The  many  curious 
an  cies  he  employed  him  to  fearch  into  are  fet  down  in 

Calderwood  s  h.ftory,  p.  246.  In  the  month  of  January 

1591,111s  letters  to  Mr.  Patrick  Adamfon  were  intercepted, 

wierein  he  advifes  him,  “  To  give  the  queen  of  England 

moi  e  honourable  titles,  and  to  praife  the  church  of  Eny- 

«  r1K  ,.;ib°ve  a!‘  others.  He  marvelled  why  he  came  not  to 

England,  ana  affured  hint  he  would  be  well  accepted  bv 

«  my  °iPCantfbuiT’s  Grace,  and  well  rewarded  if  he 
came.  .  -Aaamfon  was  afterwards  excommunicated 
but  repenting  of  what  he  had  done  againft  the  kirk,  defired 
ablolution;  part  of  his  confeffion  runs  thus,  “  I  grant  I  was 

(t  70re3brUry,With  fome  biill0Ps  in  England,  in  prejudice  of 
<c  the  dl'aphne  of  our  kirk,  partly  when  I  was  there,  and 
partly  by  intelligence  fince,  than  became  a  good  chriflian, 

‘  milcb  Iefs  a  faithful  pallor;  neither  is  there  any  thing  that 
more  athameth  me,  than  my  often  deceiving  and  abufing 
“  the  kirk  heretofore  by  confeffions,  fubfcriptions,  and  pro^ 

Upon  his  majefty’s  arrival  in  England  he  took  all  occa- 
lions  to  dilcover  his  averfion  to  the  Scots  prefbyterians, 
taxing  them  with  faucinefs,  ill-manners,  and  an  implacable 
enmity  to  kingly  power;  he  nominated  bilhops  to  the  thir¬ 
teen  Scots  bifhopricks  which  himfelf  had  formerly  abolilhed; 
but  their  revenues  being  annexed  to  the  crown,  their  digni¬ 
ties  weie  little  more  than  titular.  In  the  parliament  held  at 
Perth  in  the  year  1606,  his  majefty  obtained  an  act  to  re- 
ltore  the  bilhops  to  their  temporalities,  and  to  repeal  the  aft 
of  annexation ;  by  which  they  were  relfored  to  their  votes 
i.i  paiiiament,  and  had  the  title  of  lords  of  parliament ,  cen¬ 
tury  to  the  fenfe  both  ot  clergy  and  laity,  as  appears  by  the 
following  proteft  of  the  general  affembly  : 

“  Ed  the  name  of  Chrifl,  and  in  the  name  of  the  kirk 
“  in  general,  whereof  the  realm  hath  reaped  comfort  this 
“  forty-fix  years;  alfo  in  the  name  of  our  prefbyteries,  from 
which  we  received  our  commiffion,  and  in  our  own  names, 

“  as  pallors  and  office-bearers  within  the  fame  for  the  dif- 
“  charging  of  our  neceffary  duty,  and  for  the  difburdening 
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“  of  our  confidences,  we  except  and  protefl:  againft  the  erec- 
u  tion,  confirmation  or  ratification  of  the  laid  bifhopricks  and 
6C  bijljops  by  this  prefent  parliament,  and  humbly  pray  that 
“  this  our  proteftation  may  be  admitted  and  regiftered  among 
“  the  records.” 

In  the  convention  at  Linlithgow,  December  12th,  con¬ 
fiding  of  noblemen,  ftatefmen,  and  fome  court  miniders,  it 
was  agreed,  that  the  bifhops  lliould  be  perpetual  moderators 
of  the  kirk  aflemblies,  under  certain  cautions,  and  with  a  de¬ 
claration  that  they  had  no  purpofe  to  fubvert  the  difcipline  of 
the  kirk ,  or  to  exercife  any  tyrannous  or  unlawful  jurifdic- 
tion  over  their  brethren;  but  the  body  of  the  minifters  being 
uneafy  at  this,  another  convention  was  held  at  Linlithgow, 
1608,  and  a  committee  appointed  to  compromife  the  diffe¬ 
rence;  the  committee  confided  of  two  earls,  and  two  lords, 
as  his  majedy’s  commiflloners;  five  new  bifhops,  two  uni- 
verfity  men,  three  miniders  on  one  part,  and  ten  for  the 
other;  they  met  at  Falkland,  May  4,  1609,  and  debated, 
(1.)  Whether  the  moderators  of  kirk  aflemblies  fhould  be 
condant  or  circular;  and  (2.)  whether  the  caveats  fhould  be 
obferved.  But  coming  to  no  agreement  they  adjourned  to 
Sniveling,  where  the  bifhops  with  great  difficulty  carried 
their  point.  And  to  increafe  their  power,  his  majeffy  was 
pleafed  next  year  [in  the  month  of  February  1610,]  con¬ 
trary  to  law,  to  put  the  high  commijfion  into  their  hands. 

Still  they  wanted  the  fandion  of  a  general  affembly ,  and  a 
fpiritual  character ;  to  obtain  the  former,  an  affembly  was 
held  at  Glafgow,  June  8th,  1610,  means  having  been  ufed 
by  the  courtiers  to  model  it  to  their  mind.  In  that  coffly 
affembly  (fays  my  author-)-)  the  bifhops  were  declared  mode - 
.  rators  in  every  diocefm  affembly,  and  they  or  their  deputies 
moderators  in  their  weekly  exercifes;  ordination  and  depri¬ 
vation  of  miniders,  vifitation  of  kirks,  excommunication  and 
abfolution,  with  prefentation  to  benefices,  were  pinned  to  the 
lawn  fleeves;  and  it  was  farther  voted,  (1.)  That  every 
minifter  at  his  entry  fliall  fwear  obedience  to  his  ordinary. 
(2.)  rhat  no  miniffer  fliall  preach  or  fpeak  againft  the  afts 
of  this  aflembly.  (3.)  That  the  queftion  of  the  parity  or 
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imparity  of  pallors  (hall  not  be  mentioned  in  the  pulpit 
under  pain  of  deprivation.  This  was  a  vaft  advance  upon 
the  conftitution  of  the  kirk. 

1  o  obtain  a  f pi  ritual  char  after  fuperior  to  the  order  of 
prejhjiers ,  it  was  necelTary  that  the  bifhops  elect  fhould  be 
confecrated  by  fome  of  the  fame  order;  for  this  purpofe 
the  king  lent  for  three  of  them  into  England,  (viz.  Mr. 
Spot] wood ,  arclibifhep  of  Glafgow,  Mr.  Lamb ,  bifhop  of 
Erection,  and  Mr.  Hamilton ,  bifhop  of  Galloway)  and  ifTu.ec! 
a  commifhon  under  tiie  great  feal  to  the  bilhops  of  London, 
Eiy,  Bath  and  Wells,  and  Rochdfer,  requiring  them  to  pro¬ 
ceed  to  the  confecration  of  the  abovementioned  bilhops 
according  to  the  Rnglifh  ordinal:  Andrews ,  biinop  of  Ely 
was  of  opinion,  that;  before  their  coniecration  they  ought  t( 
be  made  priejls ,  becaufe  they  had  not  been  ordained  by  a 
bifliop.  'This  the  Scots  divines  were  unwilling  to  admit, 
through  fear  of  the  coniequences  among  their  own  country¬ 
men;  for  what  mult  they  conclude  concerning  the  minifters 
of  Scotland,  if  their  ordination  as  prefbyters  was  not  valid  ? 
Bancroft  therefore  yielded,  that  where  bifhops  could  not  be 
had,  ordination  by  prefbyters  muff  be  valid,  otherwife  the 
character  of  the  minifters  in  mode  of  the  reformed  churches 
might  be  questioned.  Abbot  bifliop  of  London,*  and  others, 
were  of  opinion,  that  there  was  no  neceffity  of  palling  through 
the  inferior  orders  of  deacon  and  pried,  but  that  the  episco¬ 
pal  character  might  be  conveyed  at  once,  as  appears  from  the 
example  of  St.  Ambrofe ,  Neftarius ,  Eucherius ,  and  others, 
who  from  mere  lay-men  were  advanced  at  once  into  the 
epifcopal  chair. -f-  But  whether  this  fappofition  does  not  ra¬ 
ther  weaken  the  arguments  for  bilhops  being  a  diftinft 
order  from  prefbyters,  I  leave  with  the  reader,  However, 
the  Scotch  divines  were  confecrated  in  the  chapel  at  London- 
houfe,  [October  21,  1610J  and  upon  their  return  into  Scot¬ 
land  conveyed  their  new  character  in  the  fame  manner  to 
their  brethren.  Thus  the  king,  by  an  ufurped  fupreraacy 
over  the  kirk  of  Scotland,  and  other  violent  and  indirect 


t 

*  Collier ,  as  Dr.  Grey  obferves,  mentions  that  as  Bancroft's  opinion, 
which  Mr.  Neal  aferibes  to  bifhop  Abbot.  Ed, 

f  Collyer’s  Ecclef.  Hid.  vol.  i.  p.  702. 
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means 5  fubverted  their  ecclefiaftical  conftitution;  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  genius  of  the  people,  and  the  proteftation  of 
the  general  aflembly,  the  bifhops  were  made  lords  of  council , 
lords  of  parliament,  aud  lord  commijfioners  in  caufes  ecclejiajii - 
cal\  but  with  all  their  high  titles  they  lat  uneafy  in  their 
chairs,  being  generally  hated  both  by  the  minifters  and 
people. 

About  ten  days  after  this  confecration,  Dr.  Richard 
Bancroft ,  archbifliop  of  Canterbury,  departed  this  life;  he 
was  born  at  Farnworth  in  Lancafliire,  1544,  and  educated 
in  Jefus  college,  Cambridge.  He  was  firft  chaplain  to  Cox 
bifhop  of  Ely,  who  gave  him  the  reftory  of  Teverfliam  near 
Cambridge.  In  the  year  1585  he  proceeded  D.  D.  and  be¬ 
ing  ambitious  of  preferment,  got  into  the  fervice  of  Sir 
Chrijlopher  Hatton ,  by  whofe  recommendation  he  was  made 
prebendary  of  Weftminfter.  Here  he  fignalized  himfelf  by 
preaching  againft  the  puritans;  a  fure  way  to  preferment  in 
thofe  times.  He  alfo  wrote  againft  their  difcipline ;  and  was 
the  firft  in  the  church  of  England  who  openly  maintained 
the  divine  right  of  the  order  of  bifhops.  While  he  fat  in 
the  high  commiflion,  he  diftinguiftied  himfelf  by  an  uncom¬ 
mon  zeal  againft  the  non-conformifts ,  for  which  he  was  pre¬ 
ferred,  firft  to  the  bifhoprick  of  London,  and  upon  Whitgiff  s 
deceafe,  to  the  fee  of  Canterbury;  how  he  behaved  in  that 
high  ftation  has  been  fufficiently  related.  This  prelate  left 
behind  him  no  extraordinary  charafter  for  piety,  learning, 
hofpitality,  or  any  other  epifcopal  quality.  Lie  was  of  a 
rough,  inflexible  temper,  yet  a  tool  of  the  prerogative,  and 
an  enemy  to  the  laws  and  conftitution  of  his  country.  Some 
have  reprefented  him  as  inclined  to  popery,  becaufe  he 
maintained  feveral  fecular  priefts  in  his  own  houfe;  but  this 
was  done,  (fay  his  advocates)  to  keep  up  the  controverfy 
between  them  and  the  jefuits.  Lord  Clarendon  fays,* 
cc  That  he  underftood  the  church  excellently  well,  that  he 
cc  had  almoft  refcued  it  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Calvinian 
party,  and  very  much  fubdued  the  unruly  fpirit  of  the 
non-conformifts;  and  that  he  countenanced  men  of  learn- 
ingA  His  lordfhip  might  have  added,  that  he  was 

*  Vol.  i.  p.  88.  ed.  1707. 
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covetous,-)-  paffionate,  ill-natured,  and  a  cruel  perfecutor  of 
good  men;  that  he  laid  afide  the  hofpitality  becoming  a 
bifhop,  and  lived  without  hate  or  equipage,  which  gave  occa- 
fion  to  the  following  fatire  upon1  his  death,  which  happened 
November  2,  1610,  mtatis  66. 

Here  lies  his  grace  in  cold  clay  clad , 

Who  died  for  want  of  what  he  had . 

\  )  '  *  f  *.  .  f  <  -  • 

f  ■■ 

*  Fuller ,  and  after  him  Dr.  Grey  and  Dr.  Warner ,  vindicate  the  character 
of  archbifhop  Bancroft  from  the  charges  of  cruelty  and  covetoufnefs ; 
“  which,  when  they  are  examined  into,”  fays  Dr.  Warner,  “  appears  not 
“  todeferve  thofe  opprobrious  names  in  theftri&eft  acceptation.”  On  the 
other  hand,  the  author  of  the  ConfefFional  calls  him,  the  fiery  Bancroft  :  and 
Dr.  Warner  fums  up  his  account  of  him  in  a  manner  not  very  honourable  to 
his  name.  (t  In  fhort,”  fays  he,  “  there  have  been  archbifhops  who  have 
“  been  much  worfe  than  Bancroft,  who  by  their  good-humour  and  genero- 
“  fity  have  been  more  eileemed  when  living,  and  more  lamented  at  their 
<(  death.”  Ecclef.  Hift.  vol.  ii.  p.  497.  Ed. 

*  i  l  .  •  •  *, 
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From  the  Death  of  Archbijhop  Bancroft  to  the  Death  of 

King  James  I. 


BANCROFT  was  fucceeded  by  Dr.  George  Abbot, 
bifhop  of  London,  a  divine  of  a  quite  different  fpirit 
from  his  predecefTor.  A  found  proteflant,  a  thorough  Cal- 
viniff,  an  avowed  enemy  to  popery,  and  even  fufpefted  of 
puritanifm,  becaufe  he  relaxed  the  penal  laws,  whereby  he 
unravelled  all  that  his  predeceffor  had  been  doing  for  many 
years;  who,  if  he  had  lived  a  little  longer,5 5  fays  lord 
Clarendon  ,*  “  would  have  fubdued  the  unruly  fpirit  of  the 
cc  non-conformifts,  and  extinguifhed  that  fire  in  England 
<c  which  had  been  kindled  at  Geneva;  but  Abbot  (fays  his 
6C  lordfhip)  confidered  the  chriflian  religion  no  otherwife 
than  as  it  abhorred  and  reviled  popery,  and  valued  thofe 
u  men  moff  who  did  that  mofl  furioufly.  He  enquired  but 
cc  little  after  the  ftrift  obfervation  of  the  difcipline  of  the 
u  church,  or  conformity  to  the  articles  or  canons  eftablifhed, 
“  and  did  not  think  fo  ill  of  the  [prefbyterian]  difcipline  as 
cc  he  ought  t£>  have  done  ;  but  if  men  prudently  forbore  a 
cc  publick  reviling  at  the  hierarchy  and  ecclefiaflical  govern- 
£C  ment,  they  were  fecure  from  any  inquiiition  from  him, 
cc  and  were  equally  preferred.  His  houfe  was  a  fanftuary 
cc  to  the  mofl  eminent  of  the  factious  partv,  and  he  licenfed 
ic  their  pernicious  writings.55  This  is  the  heavy  charge 
brought  by  the  noble  hiftorian  againfl  one  of  the  mofl  reli¬ 
gious  and  venerable  prelates  of  his  age,  and  a  fleady  friend 
of  the  conflitution  in  church  and  flate.  If  Abbot9 s  moderate 
meafures  had  been  conflantly  purfued,  the  liberties  of  Eng¬ 
land  had  been  fecured,  popery  difcountenanced,  and  the 
church  prevented  from  running  into  thofe  excefles,  which 
fir  ft  proved  its  reproach  and  afterwards  its  ruin. 

*  Book  i.  p.  88, 
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'  oc  tranflation  of  the  bible  now  in  ufe,  was  finiflied  this  year 
1 1 6 1 1 ;  it  was  undertaken  at  the  requeft  of  the  puritan  divines 
in  the  Hampton-court  conference;  and  being  the  laft,  it  may 
not  be  unacceptable  to  fet  before  the  reader  in  one  view,  the 
various  tranflations  of  the  bible  into  the  Englifh  language. 

The  New  Tell  ament  was  firft  tranflated°  by  DuWickliffe 
cut  of  the  vulgar  Latin ,  about  the  year  1380,  and  is  entitled. 
The  New  Left  ament,  with  the  leffons  taken  out  of  the  Old  Law , 
read  in  churches  according  to  the  ufe  of  Sarum. 

I  he  next  tranflation  was  by  William  Lynda!,  printed  at 
Antwerp  152 6,  in  oflavo,  without  a  name,  and  without 
either,  calendar,  references  in  the  margin,  or  table  at  the 
end;  it  was  corrected  by  the  author,  and  printed  in  the 

years  1534  and  1536,  having  palled  through  five  editions 
in  Holland. 

I  ^  / 

In  the  mean  time  Tyndal  was  tranflating  feveral  books  of 
the  Old  Teftament,  as  the  Pentateuch ,  and  the  book  of 
Jonas ,  printed  1531;  the  books  of  Jofhua,  Judges ,  Ruth , 
tne  four  books  of  Kings ,  the  two  books  of  Chronicles ,  and 
Nehemiah.  About  the  fame  time  George  Joy ,  fometime  fel¬ 
low  of  Peter  college,  Cambridge,  tranflated  the  Pfalter ,  the 
prophecy  of  Jeremiah ,  and  the  Song  of  Mofes?  and  printed 
them  beyond  fea. 

In  the  year  1535,  the  whole  bible  was  printed  the  firft 
time  in  folio,  adorned  with  wooden  cuts,  and  fcripture  refe¬ 
rences  :  it  was  done  by  feveral  hands,  and  dedicated  to  king 
Henry  VIII.  by  Miles  Coverdale .  I11  the  laft  page  it  is  faid 

to  be  printed  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1535,  and  finiflied  the 
fourth  day  of  October.  This  bible  was  reprinted  in  quarto 
15  50,  and  again  with  a  newT  title  1  553. 

Two  years  after  the  bible  was  reprinted  in  Englifh,  with 
this  title,  The  Holy  Byble ,  which  is  all  the  Holy  Scripture ,  in 
which  are  contayned  the  Olde  and  Newe  Teftament ,  truehe 
and  purelye  tranflated  into  Englifh  by  [a  fictitious  name] 

I  ho  mas  Mathew,  1537.  It  has  a  calendar  with  an  alma¬ 
nack;  and  an  exhortation  to  the  ftudy  of  the  fcripture, 
figncd  j.  R.  John  Rogers  ;  a  table  of  contents  and  mar¬ 
riages;  marginal  notes,  a  prologue;  and  in  the  Apocahpfe 
fom  e  wooden  cuts.  At  the  beginning  of  the  prophets  are 
printed  on  tjie  top  of  the  page  R.  G.  Richard  Grafton,  and 
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at  the  bottom  E.  W.  Edward  Whitchurch ,  who  were  the 
printers.  This  tranflation,  to  the  end  of  the  book  of 
Chronicles ,  and  the  book  of  Jonah,  with  all  the  New  Tefta¬ 
ment,  was  Tyndal9  s;  the  reft  was  Miles  Cover  dale's  and 

John  Rogers's. 

In  the  year  1539  the  abovementioned  tranflation,  having 
been  revifed  and  corrected  by  archbilhop  C r dinner ,  was  le- 
printed  by  Grafton  and  Whitchurch ,  cum  privilegio  ad  ipipri - 
mendum  folum.  It  has  this  title,  The  Bible  in  Englyfhe,  that 
is  to  fay ,  the  Content  of  the  Holy  Scripture ,  both  of  the  O/dc 
and  Newe  T 'eft ament,  truely  tranftated  after  the  veritie  of  the 
Hebrue  and  Greke  Texts,  by  the  diligent  ftudy  of  divers  ex¬ 
cellent  learned  men ,  expert  in  the  forefayde  tongues .  In  this 
edition  Tyndal' s  prologue  and  marginal  notes  are  omitted. 
It  was  reprinted  the  following  year  in  a  large  folio,  proper 
for  churches,  begun  at  Paris,  and  finiflied  at  London.  In 
the  year  1541  it  was  printed  again  by  Grafton,  with  a  pre¬ 
face  by  Cranmer,  having  been  revifed  by  Tonftal  and  Heath, 
bilhops  of  Durham  and  Rochefter.  But  after  this  time  the 
popifli  party  prevailing  at  court,  there  were  no  more  editions 
of  the  bible  in  this  reign. 

Soon  after  king  Edward's  acceffion,  [1548-9]  the  bible  of 
1 541  had  been  reprinted,  with  Cranmer  s  prologue;  and  the 
liturgy  of  the  church  of  England,  being  firft  compofed  and 
eftabliflied,  the  tranflation  of  the  Pfalter,  commonly  called 
the  old  tranflation,  in  ufe  at  this  day,  was  taken  from  this 
edition.  Next  year,  Coverdale's  teftament  of  1535  was  re¬ 
printed,  with  Erafmass  paraphrafe;  but  there  was  no  new 
tranflation. 

In  the  reign  of  queen  Mary ,  [1555]  the  exiles  at  Geneva 
undertook  a  new  tranflation,  commonly  called  the  Geneva 
Bible ;  the  names  of  the  tranflators  were,  Cover  dale,  Goodman, 
Gilby,  Whittingham,  Sampfon ,  Cole,  Knox,  Bodlcigh ,  and 
Put  Lain,  wrho  publifhed  the  New  Teftament  firft  in  a  final  1 
twelves,  1557,  by  Conrad  Badius.  This  is  the  firft  that 
was  printed  with  numerical  verfes.  The  whole  bible  wras 
publiflied  afterwards  with  marginal  notes,  1559,  dedicated 
to  queen  Elizabeth .  The  tranflators  fay,  “  They  had  been 
<c  employed  in  this  work  night  and  day  with  fear  and  trem- 
u  blin g— and  they  proteft  from  their  confidences,  that,  in 
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cveiT  point  and  word,  they  had  faithfully  rendered  the 
“  text  to  the  bcft  of  their  knowledge/'  But  the  marginal 
notes  having  given  offence,  it  was  not  buffered  to  be  nub- 

i  led  in  England-)-  the  death  of  archbifhop  Parker ,  when 
it  was  printed  [1576]  by  Chrifopher  Barker ,  in  quarto,  cum 
privilegio ,  and  met  with  fuch  acceptance,  that  it  palled 
through  twenty  or  thirty  editions  in  this  reign. 

Cranmer’s  edition  of  the  bible  had  been  reprinted  in  the 
years  1 562  and  1566,  for  the  ufe  of  the  churches.  But  com¬ 
plaint  being  made  of  the  incorreftnefs  of  it,  archbifhop  Parker 
projected  a  new  tranflation,  and  afligned  the  feveral  books 
oic  the  Old  and  New  Teft ament  to  about  fourteen  dignitaries 
of  the  church,  mod  of  whom  being  bifops ,  it  was  from 
them  called  the  bishop's  bible,  and  was  printed  in  an  ele¬ 
gant  and  pompous  folio,  in  the  year  1568,  with  maps  and 
cun.  In  the  year  15729  it  was  reprinted  with  fome  altera¬ 
tions  and  additions,  and  feveral  times  afterwards  without 
any  amendments. 

In  tiie  year  1582,  the  Roman  catholick  exiles  tranflated 
the  New  Teftament  for  the  ufe  of  their  people,  and  pub- 
1  tilled  it  in  quarto,  with  this  title,  The  New  Teftament  of 
ftjiis  Chriji ,  tranflated  faithfully  into  Englifh  out  of  the  au - 
tnt  ntick  Latin,  according  to  the  beft  corrected  copies  of  the  fame , 
diligently  conferred  with  the  Greek  and  other  editions  in  divers 
languages ;  with  arguments  of  books  and  chapters ,  annotations , 
and  other  neceffary  helps  for  the  better  underfunding  of  the 
text^  and  efpe  dally for  the  difeovery  of  the  corruptions  of  divers 
late  trajf lotions ,  and  for  clearing  the  controverfies  in  religion 
of  thefe  days.  In  the  English  college  of  Rhemes. 
Printed  by  John  Fogny.  The  Old  Teftament  of  this  tranfla- 
t  ion  was  firffc  publiflied  at  Doway  in  two  quarto  volumes,  the 
ffrlt  in  the  year  1609,  the  other  1610,  by  Lawrence  Kellam , 
at  the  fign  of  die  Iloiy  Lamb,  with  a  preface  and  tables; 
uie  authors  are  faid  to  be  cardinal  Allen ,  fometime  principal 
of  St.  Mary  dial!,  Oxford,  Richard  Brifow ,  fellow  of  Exeter 
college,  and  Gregory  Martyn ,  of  St.  John's  college.  The 

*  Here  Mr.  AW,  as  Dr.  Grey  obferres,  appears  to  be  miftaken  ;  as  Lewis 
fays,  ££  that  the  Geneva  bible  was  printed  at  London,  in  folio  and  quarto, 

‘‘  in  1  5  7  2  - Lewis’s  Hiilory  of  the  Translations  of  the  Bible,  in  8vo,  p. 

2 64,  2d  edition,  1739.  Ed. 
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annotations  were  made  by  "Thomas  Worthington ,  B.  A.  of  x 
Oxford;  all  of  them  exiles  for  their  religion,  and  fettled  in 
popifh  feminaries  beyond  fea.  The  midakes  of  this  tranfla- 
tion,  and  the  fa’lfe  glolfes  put  upon  the  text,  were  expofed  by 
the  learned  Dr.  Fuike  and  Mr.  Cartwright . 

At  the  requed  of  the  puritans  in  the  Hampton-court  con¬ 
ference,  king  James  appointed  a  new  tranflation  to  be  exe¬ 
cuted  by  the  molt  learned  men  of  both  univerfities,  under 
the  following  regulations,  (i.)  That  they  keep  as  clofe  as 
poffible  to  the  bijhops  bible.  (2.)  That  the  names  of  the 
holy  writers  be  retained  according  to  vulgar  ule.  (3O  1  hat 
the  old  ecclefiadical  words  be  kept,  as  church  not  to  be 
tranflated  congregation ,  &c.  (4.)  hhat  when  a  word  has 

divers  iign  ideations,  that  be  kept  which  has  been  mod  com¬ 
monly  ufed  by  the  fathers.*  (5.)  That  the  divifion  of  chap¬ 
ters  be  not  altered.f  (6.)  No  marginal  notes  but  for  the 
explication  of  a  Hebrew  or  Greek  word.  (7.)  Marginal  re¬ 
ferences  may  be  fet  down.  The  other  regulations  relate  to 
the  tranflators  comparing  notes,  and  agreeing  among  them- 
felves;  they  were  to  confult  the  modern  tranflations  of  the 
French,  Dutch,  German, J  &c.  but  to  vary  as  little  as  pof¬ 
fible  from  the  bifhops  bible . 

The  king’s  commiffion  bears  date  1 604,  but  the  work  was 
not  begun  till  1606,  and  fin  idled  1611.  Fifty-four  of  the 
chief  divines  of  both  univerfities  were  originally  nominated; 
fome  of  whom  dying  foon  after,  the  work  was  undertaken 
by  forty-feven,  who  were  divided  into  fix  companies;  the 
firft  tranflated  from  Genefis  to  the  fird  book  of  Chronicles ; 
the  fecond  to  the  prophecy  of  Ifaiah ;  the  third  tranflated 
the  four  greater  prophets ,  with  the  Lamentations  and  twelve 
f mailer  prophets,  the  fourth  had  the  Apocrypha ;  the  fifth 


*  Dr.  Grey  ftates  more  fully  and  accurately  thcfe  rules  from  Lewis  and 
Fuller,  “  ufed  by  the  molt  eminent  fathers,  being  agreeable  to  the  propriety 
“  of  the  place  and  the  analogic  of  faith.”  Ed. 

f  The  divifion  of  the  chapters  to  be  altered  either  not  at  all,  or  as  little 
as  may  be,  if  neceflity  fo  require.” 

Lewis,  p.  3 17.  Fuller’s  Church  Hift.  b.  x.  p.  46.  Ed. 


X  The  tranflations  pointed  out  by  name,  as  Dr.  Grey  remarks,  were  thofe 
f»f  Ty  ndal,  Matthew ,  Cover  dale,  Whitchurch,  and  Geneva .  Ed. 
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had  the  four  Gofpels ,  the  A fts,  and  the  Revelations ;  and  the 
lixth  the  canonical  Epijlles.  The  whole  being  finifhed  and 
reviled  by  learned  men  from  both  univerfities,  the  puhlifhing 
it  was  committed  to  the  care  of  biihop  Bilfon  and  Dr.  Miles 
Smith ,  which  lad:  wrote  the  preface  that  is  now  prefixed.  It 
was  printed  in  the  year  1611,  with  a  dedication  to  king 
James y  and  is  the  fame  that  is  hill  read  in  all  the  churches. 

Upon  the  death  of  Arminius ,  the  curators  of  the  univer- 
fity  of  Leyden  chofe  Conradus  Vorjlius  his  fucceffor.  This 
divine  had  published  a  very  exceptionable  treatife*  concern¬ 
ing  the  nature  and  properties  of  God r,  in  which  he  maintained 
that  God  had  a  body,  and  denied  his  proper  immenjity  and 
omnifcience ,  as  they  are  commonly  underhood.  He  main¬ 
tained  the  divine  Being  to  be  limited  and  rehrained,  and 
aferibed  quantity  and  magnitude  to  him.  The  clergy  of 
Amfterdam  remonhrated  to  the  hates  againh  his  fettlement 
at  Leyden,  the  country  being  already  too  much  divided 
about  the  Arminian  tenets .  To  hrengthen  their  hands,  they 
applied  to  the  Englifh  ambalTador  to  reprefent  the  cafe  to 
king  fames',  and  prevailed  with  the  curators  to  defer  his 
induftion  into  the  profefforfliip  till  his  majehy  had  read  over 
his  bookif  which  having  done,  he  declared  Vorjlius  to  be 
an  arch-heretick ,  a  pejl ,  a  monfur  of  blafphemies ;  and  to  fliew 
his  deteftation  of  his  book,  ordered  it  to  be  burnt  publickly 
in  St,  Paul’s  churchyard,  and  at  both  univerfities;  in  the 
conclufioif  of  his  letter  to  the  States  on  this  occafion  he  fays, 
as  God  has  honoured  us  with  the  title  of  Defender  of  the 
Faith ,  fo  (if  you  incline  to  retain  Vorjlius  any  longer)  we 
fhall  be  obliged  not  only  to  feparate  and  cut  ourfelves  off 
';t  from  inch  falfe  and  heretical  churches,  but  likewife  to  .call 

♦ 

*  It  mav  be  wiflied  that  Mr.  Neal  had  rather  Paid  “  a  Treatife  ao-ainft 

J  o 

which  great  exceptions  were  taken.”  His  mode  of  expreftion  intimates 
that  thole  exceptions  were  juftly  grounded;  this  Vorjtius  himfelf  denied, 
and  folemnly  declared  his  belief  of  the  immenfity  and  omnifcience  of  the 
Divine  Being,  and  aferibed  the  imputations  cafe  on  him  to  wrefting  his 
.■words  to  a  meaning  contrary  to  the  fcope  and  the  connexion  of  the  difeourfe. 
His  abilities,  learning,  and  virtues,  were  highly  efteemed  by  thofe  who  dif- 
jf*red  from  him.  PraHantium  ac  Eruditorum  Virorum’Epiftobe.  Amfterdam 
1660;  p,  350,  &c.  and  p.  385  ;  and  the  Abridgment  of  Brandt’s  Hiftory, 
yob  ii.  p.  737,  728.  Ed- 

i  Brandt*s  Hiftory,  vol  ii.  p.  97.  or  the  Abridgment,  vol.  i  p.  318. 
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iC  upon  all  the  reft  of  the  reformed  churches  to  enter  upon 
“  the  fame  common  confultation,  how  we  may  beft  exringuifh 
“  and  fend  back  to  hell  thefe  curfed  [. Arminian  ]  herefies 
«  that  have  newly  broken  forth.  And  as  for  ourfelves,  we 
“  {hall  be  neceffitated  to  forbid  all  the  youth  of  our  fubjecte 
“  to  frequent  an  univerfity  that  is  fo  infefted  as  that  of 
“  Leyden.”*  His  majefty  alfo  fent  .over  fundry  other  me¬ 
morials,  in  which  he  fliles  Vorftius  a  wicked  AthciJl\ 
Arminius  a?i  enemy  to  God.  And  Bertius  having  written  that 
the  faints  might  fall  from  grace ,  he  faid  the  author  was  wor¬ 
thy  of  the  fire. 

At  length  [1612"]  the  king  publiflied  his  royal  declaration  in 
feveral  languages,!  containing  an  account  of  all  that  he  had 
done  in  the  affair  of  Vorftius,  with  his  reafons;  which  were, 
his  zeal  for  the  glory  of  God ,  his  love  for  his  friends  and  allies , 
f  the  States]  and  fear  of  the  fame  contagion  in  his  own  king¬ 
dom*,  but  their  High  Mightineffes  did  not  like  the  king  of 
England’s  intermeddling  fo  far  in  their  affairs.  However, 
Vorftius  wasdifmiffed  to  Gouda,  where  he  lived  privately  till 
the  fynod  of  Dort,  when  he  was  baniflied  the  feven  pro¬ 
vinces;  he  then  retired  to  Tonninghen,  in  the  dukedom  of 
Holftein,  where  he  died  aprofeffed  Socinian,  Sept.  19,  1622.JJ 

*  44  Nothing,”  it  is  well  obferved  by  Gerard  Brandt,  44  can  be  lefs  edify- 
Cc  ing,  than  to  fee  aproteftant  prince,  who,  not  contented  toperfecute  the 
u  heterodox  in  his  own  kingdom,  exhorts  the  potentates  of  the  fame  religion 
*4  to  imitate  his  condud.”  Brandt  abridged,  vol.  i.  p.  3 1 9.  Ed. 

f  It  was  printed  in  French,  Latin,  Dutch,  and  Englifh;  on  which 
Dr.  Harris  well  remarks,  that  44  confequently  his  monftrous  zeal,  his  un- 
44  princely  reviling s,  and  his  weak  and  pitiful  reafonings,  were  known 
“  throughout  Europe.”  Yet  it  was  not  held  in  any  high  reputation  ;  for 
Mr.  Norton,  who  had  the  printing  of  it  in  Latin,  fwore  44  he  would  not 
ff4  print  it,  unlefs  he  might  have  money  to  print  it.” 

Harris’s  Life  of  James  I.  p.  120. 

II  His  ficknefs  was  a  fhort  one  ;  but  long  enough  to  afford  him  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  teach  his  phyfician  and  other  friends,  how  a  Chrijftian  ought  to  die. 
He  was  wholly  intent  upon  prayer,  and  fcarcely  repeated  any  thing  but 
paffages  out  of  the  feriptures.  At  his  requeft,  Ads  ii,  and  1  Cor.  xv.  as 
mentioning  the  refurredion,  were  read  to  him:  and  this  dodrine  was  much 
the  >ubjed  of  his  laft  difeourfes.  He  expired,  recommending  his  foul  to 
-  God  and  Jefus  Chrift  his  Saviour.  And  it  is  faid,  that  die  piety,  holinefs, 
faith,  and  refignation,  which  he  (hewed,  and  the  fervency  of  his  prayers, 
cannot  be  well  exprdfed.  Brandt  abridged,  vol.ii.  p.  722,  723.  Ed. 

*  His 

*  <  ■ 
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His  majefly  had  a  further  opportunity  of  difcovering  his 
zeal  againfl  herefy  this  year,  upon  two  of  his  own  fubjefts. 
One  was  Bartholomew  Legate ,  an  Arlan**  he  was  a  comely 
perfon,  of  a  black  complexion,  and  about  forty  years  ofaae, 
ot  a  fluent  tongue,  excellently  well  verfed  in  the  fcriptures, 
ai*d  of  an  unblameable  converfation.  King  James  himfelf, 
and  iome  of  his  bifliops,  in  vain  conferred  with  him,  in  hope 
of  convincing  him  of  his  errors.  Having  Iain  a  confider- 
able  time  in  Newgate,  he  was  at  length  convened  before 
bifliop  King  in  his  confiflory  at  St.  Paul’s,  who,  with  fome 
other  divines  and  lawyers  there  aflembled,  declared  him  a 
contumacious  and  obdurate  heretick ,  and  certified  the  fame 
into  chancery  by  ^fignijicavit ,  delivering  him  over  to  the  fe- 
cular  power ;  whereupon  the  king  flgned  a  writf  de  heretlco 
eomburendo  to  the  flierifls  of  London,  who  brought  him  to 
Smithfield,  March  1 8th,  and  in  the  midft  of  a  vaft  concourfe 
of  people,  burnt  him  to  death.  A  pardon  was  offered  him 
at  the  flake  if  he  would  recant,  but  he  refufed  it. 


#  Fuller,  b.  x.  p.  63. 

.  f  The  reader  will  perhaps  be  curious  to  fee  the  form  of  the  kine’s  writ 
for  burning  Legate;  the  latter  partcf  which  is  as  follows: 

- ' “  Wherea s  the  Holy  Mother  Church  hath  not  further  to  do  and  to 

prcfecute  on  this  part;  the  fame  reverend  father  hath  left  the  aforefaid 
Bartholomew  Legatt,  as  a  blaiphemous  heretick  to  our  fecular  power,  to 
“  be  punifhed  with  condign  punifhment,  as  by  the  letters  patent  of  the  fame 
reverend  father  in  Chrift,  the  bifliop  of  London,  in  this  behalf  above  made, 
hath  been  certified  to  us  m  our  chancery.  Vvre,  therefore,  as  a  zealot  of 
juftice,  and  a  defender  of  the  catnohck  faith,  and  willing  to  maintain  and 
defend  the  holy  church,  and  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  fame,  and  the 
catholic k  faith:  And  fuch  herefles  and  errors  every  where  what  in  us 
lietn,  to  1 00 1  out  and  extirpate,  and  to  punifli  with  condign  punifhment 
“  fuch  hereticks  fo  convifted,  and  deeming  that  fuch  an  heretick  in  form 
<e  aforefaid  convitfed  and  condemned  according  to  the  laws  and  cuftoms  of 
v<r  this  our  kingdom  of  England  in  this  part  accuflomed,  ought  to  be  burned 
with  fire;  We  do  command  you  that  the  faid  Bartholomew  Legatt,  being 
<f  in  vour  cuftody,  you  do  commit  publickly  to  the  fire,  before  the  people, 
“  in  a publick and  open  place  in  Well  Smithfield,  for  the  caufe  aforefaid- 
and  that  you  caufe  the  faid  Bartholomew  Legatt  to  be  really  burned  in 
the  fame  fire,  in  defoliation  of  the  faid  crime,  for  the  manifefl  example 
i(  of  other  ChriAians,  left  they  Aide  into  t  he  fame  fault ;  and  this  that  in  no 
wife  you  omit,  under  the  peril  that  (hall  follow  thereon.  Witnefs,  &c.” 
A  Narration  of  the  burning  of  Bartholomew  Legatt,  &c.  in  Truth  brought? 
to  Light,  1692,  as  quoted  by  Mr.  Lindfey  in  his  Converfations  on  Chrif- 
mn  Idolatry,  p.  119,  1 20.  Ed. 

*  Next 
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Next  month  Edward  Wightman,  of  Burton-upon-Trent, 
was  convicted  of  lierefy  by  Dr.  Neile,  bifhop  of  Coventry 
and  Litchfield 5  and  was  burnt  s.t  Litcbflckl,  Api  ll  1 1  tb. jf  lie 
was  charged  in  the  warrant  with  the  herefiies  of  Arias, 

Cerinthus,  Manichaus ,  and  the  Anabaptijis.% - There  was 

another  condemned  to  the  fire  for  the  fame  herefies ;  but  the 
conftaricy  of  the  abovementioned  fufterers  moving  pity  in 
the  fpectators,  it  was  thought  better  to  fuffer  him  to  linger 
out  a  miferable  life  in  Newgate,  than  to  awaken  too  far  the 
companions  of  the  people. 

Nothing  was  minded  at  court  but  luxury  and  diverfions. 
The  affairs  of  the  church  were  left  to  the  bilhops,  and  the 
affairs  of  ftate  to  fubordinate  magiflrates,  or  the  chief  mini- 
fters,  while  the  king  himfelf  funk  into  a  moll  indolent  and 
voluptuous  life,  buffering  himfelf  to  be  governed  by  a  fa¬ 
vourite,  in  the  choice  of  whom  he  had  no  regard  to  virtue 
or  merit,  but  to  youth,  beauty,  gracefulnefs  of  perfon,  and 
fine  clothes,  &c.  Thisexpofed  him  to  the  contempt  of  fo¬ 
reign  powers,  who  from  this  time  paid  him  very  little  re¬ 
gard.,;  At  the  dame  time  he  was  lavifh  and  profufe  in  his 
expdnces  and  grants  to  his  hungry  courtiers,  whereby  he 
exhaulted  his  exchequer,  and  was  obliged  to  have  recourle 

„  -  ’  '•  Tr- 

Z  >>  •  *  ■ 

»  ||  Fuller,  b.  x.  p.  64. 

A  :"*V 

§  Some  of  the  opinions  imputed  to  Wightman  favoured  of  vanity  and 
fuperftition,  or  rattier  enthufiafm ;  fuch  as,  his  being  the  prophet  foretold 
Deut.  xviii.  and  by  Ifaiah  ;  the  Elijah  to  come ,  of  whom  Malachi  fpeaks. 

But,”  as  Mr.  Lindfey  juftly  remarks,  “  we  may  well  hefitate  here,  whe- 
“  ther  fuch  were  tjie  man’s  real  fentiments,  or  only  thofe  which  his  adver- 

faries  would  fix  upon  him.”  Thefe  proceedings  {hew,  as  Brandt  ob- 
Ferves,  it  was  high  time  to  repeal  the  ail  de  heretico  comhurendo.  The 
fentiments  of  Limborch  on  them  deferve  to  be  mentioned  here.  “  Thefe 
*c  things,”  fays  he  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Locke,  “  are  a  fcandal  to  the  Reforma- 
“  tion.  A  court  of  inquifition  into  men’s  faith,  is  alike  contrary  to  chrif- 
“  tian  charity,  whether  it  be  ereiled  on  the  banks  of  the  Tiber,  or  the 
“  lake  of  Geneva,  or  by  the  fide  of  the  river  Thames:  for  it  is  the  lame 
“  iniquitous  cruelty,  though  exercifed  in  another  place,  and  on  different 
<f  fabjeils.”  A  fine  obfervatioo  of  Brandt  on  this  occafion,  fhall  clofe  this 
note.  “  It  is  a  very  glorious  thing  for  the  United  Provinces,”  fays  hp, 
<c  that  the  blood  of  no  heretick  has  been  fhed  in  that  country  ever  fince  the 
“  Reformation ;  which  ought  to  be  aferibed  to  the  moderation  and  great 
((  knowledge  of  the  States-General,  and  the  fates  of  each  of  thofe  prof 
*(  vinces.”  Brandt  abridged,  vol.  i.  p.  319.  Lindfey’s  Hiftorical  View 
of  Unitarian  Do6lrine,  &c.  p.  294.  Ed. 
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to  arbitrary  and  illegal  methods  of  railing  money  by  the  nre- 

rogauve.  By  thefe  means  he  loft  the  hearts  of  his  people 

Wmca  all  his  kingcraft  could  never  recover,  and  laid  the 

foundation  of  thole  calamities,  that  in  the  next  reign  threw 

church  and  ftate  into  fuch  convulfions,  as  threatened  their 
nnal  rum*  -  .  ,  .  • 

But  while  the  king  and  his  miniflers  were  wounding  the 
proteftant  religion  and  the  liberties  of  England, fir  pieafed 
A  .mighty  God  to  lay  the  foundation  of  their  recovery  by 
the  marriage  of  the  king’s  daughter  Elizabeth  to  Frederick  V. 
deftor  Palatine  or  the  Rhine,  from  whom  the  prefent  royal 
iamny  is  defccndcd.  The  match  was  promoted  by  arch- 
oiihap  Abbot,  and  univerfuljy  approved  by  ail  the  puritans 
m  England,  as  the  grand  fecurity  of  the  proteftant  fucceffion 
m  caleoi  failure  of  heirs  from  the  king’s  foil..  Mr.  Echard 
fays,  they  foretold,  by  a  dniant  forefight,  the  fucceffion  of 
mis  family  to  the  crown  ;;  and  /w  mull  be  owned,,  that  they 
were  always  the  deligttt  or  th s  puritans,  who  prayed  hear- 
*!D  tor  mem,  and  upon  all  occaiions  exerted  themfelves  for 
the  fhpport  ©t  the  family  in  their  lowed  circumfiances.  w 

Ihc  foiemnity  or  thefe  nuptials  was  retarded  fome 
months,  by  the  untimely  death  of  Henry  prince  of  Wales, 
the  king’s  eldeft  foil,  who  died  November  6th,  1612,  and 
mw  ij ia ilcl  me  7th  of  December  following,  being  eighteen 
yens  and  eight  months  old.  Some  have  fufpe&ed  that  the 
king  his  father  can  fed  him  to  be  poifoned,  though  there  is 
no  fufficient  proof  of  it;'*  the  body  being  opened,,  his  liver 

appeared 

p'  7  ft»fpicions  arofe  fiom  the  popular  odium  the  king'  had  incurred, 
from^he  behaviour  of  the  court  at  the  time  the  prince  laid  dead,  and  from 
the  dii appointment  which  the  ‘great  expectations  of  the  people  from  this 
piitKC  fu it t. red.  jl  here  were  mfmuations  to  this  effect  from  refpeftable 
perfons:  and  Colonel  Titus  affured  bifhoo  Burnet,  that  he  had  heard  king- 
Chane,  I,  declare,  that  the  mince  his  brother  was  poifoned  by  means  of 
vrfeount  Rocheder.  This  evidence  amounted  to  a  kind  of  proof,  yet,  as  to 
thole  fuggeftions  were  opoofed  the  opinion  of  the  phyficians,  and  the  appear¬ 
ances  of  lue  on  ly  when  it  was  opened,  and  the  preemptive  evidence  did 
not  come  home  to  tne  king,  it  is  to  be  wifhed  that  Mr.  Real  had  uied  more 
guarded  language:  for  the  words,  «  no  certain  proof,”  feem  to  imply, 
teat  there  was  probable  proof  of  it.  Bifhop  Warburton  is  therefore  very 
-angry,  and  fays  it  44  is  abominable:”  It  is  indeed  a  heavy  charge  to  im¬ 
pute  to  a  parent  his  being  acceflary  to  the  poifoning  of  a  fon.  See  Dr. 
liiicli  s  Hie  oi  Henry  Prince  of  Wales,  p.  404— -409.  Dr.  Grey,  as  well 
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appeared  white,  and  his  fpleen  and  diaphragm  black,  his  gall 
without  choler,  and  his  lungs  fpotted  with  much  corruption, 
and  his  head  full  of  blood  in  fome  places,  and  in  others  full 
of  water.  It  is  certain  the  king  was  jealous  of  his  foil’s  po¬ 
pularity,  and  a  deed  one  day,  if  he  would  bury  him  alive ; 
and  upon  his  death  commanded,  that  no  perfon  Jhould  appear 
at  court  in  mourning  for  him  *  This  prince  was  one  of  the 
moft  accomplifhed  perfons  of  his  age,  fober,  chafte,  tempe¬ 
rate,  religious,  full  of  honour  and  probity,  and  never  heard 
to  fwear  an  oath:  Neither  the  example  of  the  king  his  fa¬ 
ther,  nor  of  the  whole  court,  was  capable  of  corrupting  him 
in  thefe  refpefts.  He  had  a  great  foul,  full  of  noble  and 
elevated  fentimenrs,  and  was  as  much  difpleafed  with  trifles 
as  his  father  was  fond  of  them.  He  had  frequently  faid, 
that  if  ever  he  mounted  the  throne ,  his  firft  care  Jhould  be  to 
try  to  reconcile  th{  puritans'  to  the  church  of  England.  As  this 
could  not  be  done  without  each  party’s  making  fome  con- 
ceffions,  and  as  fuch  a  proceeding  was  direftly  contrary  to 
the  temper  of  the  court  and  clergy,  he  was  fufpecled  to 
countenance  puritanifm .  To  fay  all  in  one  word,  prince 
Henry  was  mild  and  affable,  though  of  a  warlike  genius,  the 
darling  of  the  puritans,  and  of  all  good  men;  and  though  he 
lived  about  eighteen  years,  no  hiftorian  has  taxed  him  with 


any  vice. 

To  furnifh  the  Exchequer  with  money  feveral  new  proje&s 
were  fet  on  foot,  as,  (i.)  His  majefty  created  a  new  order  of 
knights  baronets :  the  number  not  to  exceed  two  hundred, 
and  the  expence  of  the  patent  one  thoufand  ninety-five 
pounds.  (2.)  His  majefty  fold  letters  patent  for  monopo¬ 
lies.  (3.)  He  obliged  fuch  as  were  worth  forty  pounds  a 
year  to  compound  for  not  being  knights.  (4.)  He  fet  to 
fale  the  higheft  honours  and  dignities  of  the  nation :  the 
price  for  a  baron  was  ten  thoufand  pounds;  for  a  vifeount 


as  the  bifhop,  alfo  cenfures  our  author,  and  refers  to  main  authorities  to  dis¬ 
prove,  as  he  calls  them,  Mr.  Neal’s  unfair  infinuations.”  Thefe  infinu- 
ations  did  not  originate,  it  fhould  be  obferved,  with  Mr.  Neal,  but  were 
fanftioned  by  the  prevailing  opinion  of  the  times ;  and  were  countenanced 
by  the  conduct  of  James,  who  fhewed  himfelf  quite  unaiFedted  with  the 
death  of  his  virtuous  and  amiable  fon.  Ed. 

*  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  181,  folio  edit, 
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fifteen  thoufand;  and  twenty  thoufand  for  an  earl.  (5.  ) 
1  hofe  who  had  defective  titles  were  obliged  to  compound  to 
fet  them  right.  And  (6.)  The  ftar-chamber  raifed  their 
fines  to  an  exceflive  degree.*  But  thefe  projefts  not  an- 
iwering  the  king’s  neceffities,  he  was  obliged  at  laft  to  call  a 
parliament.  When  the  houfes  met,  they  proceeded  imme¬ 
diately  to^  confider  of  and  redrefs  grievances,  upon  which  the 
king  diffolved  them,  before  they  had  enafted  one  ftatute, 
and  committed  fome  of  the  principal  members  of  the  houfe 
or  commons  to  prifon,  without  admitting  them  to  bail,  re- 
fol  ving  again  to  raife  money  without  the  aid  of  parliament. 

This  year  the  articles  of  the  church  of  Ireland  were  rati¬ 
fied  and  confirmed;  the  reformation  of  that  kingdom  had 
made  a  very  flow  progrefs  in  the  late  reign,  by  reafon  of  the 
wars  between  the  Engiifli  and  natives,  and  the  fmail  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  former  to  the  latter.  The  natives  had  aflrong 
prejudice  againfl:  the  Englifh,  as  coming  into  the  country  by 
conqueft\  and  being  bigotted  papifts,  their  prejudices  were 
inflamed  by  king  Henry  the  VUIth’s  throwing  off  the  pope’s 
fupremacy,  which  threatened  the  lofs  of  their  religion,  as 
well  as  their  civil  liberties.  In  the  reign  of  Philip  and 
Mary  they  were  more  quiet,  when  a  law  was  paffed  againfl: 
bringing  in  the  Scots  and  marrying  with  them,  which  con¬ 
tinued  in  force  during  the  whole  reign  of  queen  Elizabeth , 
and  was  a  great  hindrance  to  the  progrefs  of  the  proteftant 
religion  in  that  country;  however,  an  univerfity  was  erected 
at  Dublin  in  the  year  1593,  an^  furnifhed  with  learned  pro- 
feffors  from  Cambridge  of  the  Calvinijlical  perfuafion. 
James  Ujher ,  who  afterwards  was  the  renowned  archhiihop 
of  Armagh,  was  the  find:  ftudent  who  entered  into  the  col- 
lege.  The  difeipline  of  the  Irifli  church  was  according  to 
the  model  of  the  Engiifli;  bifhops  were  nominated  to  the 
popifh  diocefes,  but  their  revenues  being  alienated,  or  in  the 
hands  of  papifts,  or  very  much  diminiflied  by  the  wars,  they 
were  obliged  to  throve  the  revenues  of  feveral  bifhopricks 
together,  to  make  a  tolerable  fubfiftence  for  one.  The  cafe 
was  the  fame  with  the  inferior  clergy,  forty  {hillings  a  year 
being  a  common  allowance  for  a  vicar  in  the  province  of 
Connaught,  and  fometimes  only  fixteen.  Thus  (fays  Mr, 

*  Rapin,  vol.  ii,  p.  185. 
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Collyer )  the  authority  of  the  bilhops  went  off,  and  the 
people  followed  their  own  fancies  in  the  choice  of  religion. 

At  the  Hampton-court  conference  the  king  propofed  fend¬ 
ing  preachers  into  Ireland,  complaining  that  he  was  but  half 
monarch  of  that  kingdom,  the  bodies  of  the  people  being 
only  fubjeft  to  his  authority,  while  their  confciences  were  at 
the  command  of  the  pope;  yet  it  does  not  appear  that  any 
attempts  were  made  to  convert  them  till  after  the  year  1607, 
when  the  aft  of  the  third  and  fourth  of  Philip  and  Mary 
being  repealed,  the  citizens  of  London  undertook  for  the 
province  of  Ulfter.  Thefe  adventurers  built  Londonderry, 
fortified  Colrain,  and  purchafed  a  great  tract  of  land  in  the 
■  adjacent  parts.  They  fent  over  confiderable  numbers  of 
planters,  but  were  at  a  lofs  for  minifters;  for  the  beneficed 
clergy  of  the  church  of  England,  being  at  eafe  in  the  enjoy- 
ment  of  their  preferments,  would  not  engage  in  fuch  a  ha¬ 
zardous  undertaking,  it  fell  therefore  to  the  lot  of  the  Scots 
and  Englilh  puritans;  the  Scots,  by  reafon  of  their  vicinity 
to  the  northern  parts  of  Ireland,  traniported  numerous  colo¬ 
nies;  they  improved  the  country,  and  brought  preaching 
into  the  churches  where  they  fettled;  but  being  of  the  pref- 
byterian  perfuafion ,  they  formed  their  churches  after  their 
own  model.  The  London  adventurers  prevailed  with  feve- 
ral  of  the  Englilh  puritans  to  remove,  who,  being  perfecuted 
at  home,  were  willing  to  go  any  where  within  the  king’s 
dominions  for  the  liberty  of  their  confciences,  and  more 
would  have  gone,  could  they  have  been  fecure  of  a  tolera¬ 
tion  after  they  were  fettled;  but  their  chief  refource  was 
from  the  Scots ;  the  firft  minilter  of  that  perfuafion  that  went 
over  was  Mr.  Edward  Bryce ,  who  fettled  in  Broad  Ifland  in 
the  county  of  Antrim  1 6 1 1 ;  after  him  Mr.  Robert  Cunning¬ 
ham,  in  Hollywood  in  the  county  of  Down.  At  the  lame 
time  came  over  three  Englilh  minifters,  all  puritans  trained 
up  under  Mr.  Cartwright,  (viz.)  Mr.  Ridges  of  Antrim,  Mr. 
Henry  Calvert,  and  Mr.  Hubbard  of  Carrickfergus.  After 
thefe,  Mr.  Robert  Blair  came  from  Scotland  to  Bangor,  Mr. 
Hamilton  to  Bellywater,  and  Mr.  Levingston  to  Kiilinlhy  in 
the  county  of  Down,  with  Mr.  Wcljh,  Dunbar ,  and  others.f 
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Mr.  Blair  Was  a  zealous  prefbyterian,  and  fcrupled  epifcopal 
01  dilution,  but  tne  bifhop  of  the  diocefe  compromifed  the 
difteience,  oy  agreeing  that  the  other  Scots  prefbyters  of 
Mr.  Blair  s  perfuafion  fliould  join  with  him,  and  that  fuch 
paflages  in  the  eftablifhed  form  of  ordination,  as  Mi%  Blair 
and  his  biethren  difliked,  fliould  be  omitted  or  exchanged 
foi  others  of  their  own  approbation.  Thus  was  Mr.  Blair 
ordained  publicity  in  the  church  of  Bangor;  the  bifhop  of 
Raphoe  did  the  fame  for  Mr.  Levingston ;  and  all  the  Scots 
who  weie  ordained  in  Ireland  from  this  time  to  the  year  1642, 
were  ordained  after  the  fame  manner;  all  of  them  enjoyed 
the  churches  and  tithes,  though  they  remained  prefbyterian, 
and  ufed  not  the  liturgy;  nay,  the  bifhops  confulted  them 
about  affairs  of  common  concernment  to  the  church,  and 
fomeof  them  were  members  of  the  convocation  in  1634. 

Lhey  had  their  monthly  meetings  at  Antrim,  for  the  promo¬ 
ting  of  piety  and  the  extirpation  of  popery.  They  had  alfo 
their  quarterly  communions,  by  which  means  great  numbers 
of  the  inhabitants  were  civilized,  and  many  became  ferious 
chriftians.  Mr.  Blair  preached  before  the  judges  of  affize 
on  the  Lord’s-day,  at  the  defire  of  the  bifhop  of  Down,  and 
his  curate  adminiftered  the  facrament  to  them  the  fame  day; 
lo  that  there  was  a  fort  of  comprehension  between  the  two 
parties,  by  the  countenance  and  approbation  of  the  great 
archbifhop  UJher ,  who  encouraged  the  minifters  in  this  good 
work..  And  thus  things  continued  till  the  adminiftration  of 
archbifhop  Laud ,  who,  by  dividing  the  proteflants,  weakened 
them,  and  made  way  for  that  enormous  growth  of  popery, 
which  ended  in  the  maffacre  of  almoft  all  the  proteflants  in 
the  kingdom. 

It  appears  from  hence,  that  the  reformation  of  Ireland 
Was  built  upon  a  puritan  foundation ,  though  epifcopacy  was 
the  legal  eflablifliment ;  but  it  was  impoffible  to  make  any 
considerable  progrefs  in  the  converfion  of  the  natives,  be- 
caufe  of  their  bigotry  and  prejudice  again!!  the  Englifh  na¬ 
tion,  whole  language  they  could  not  be  perfuaded  to  learn. 

The  proteftant  religion  being  pretty  well  eflablifhed,  it 
was  thought  qdvifeable  to  frame  fome  articles  of  their  com¬ 
mon  faith,  according  to  the  cuflom  of  other  churches:  fome 
moved  in  convocation  to  adopt  the  articles  of  the  Englifh 
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church,  but  this  was  overruled,  as  not  fo  honourable  to 
themfelves,  who  were  as  much  a  national  church  as  England, 
nor  fo  confident  with  their  independency;  it  was  therefore 
voted  to  draw  up  a  new  confeflion  of  their  own ;  the  draught 
was  referred  to  the  conduft  of  Dr.  James  UJher ,  provoft  of 
Dublin  college,  and  afterwards  lord  primate;  it  afterwards 
pafifed  both  houfes  of  convocation  and  parliament  with  great 
unanimity,  and  being  fent  over  to  the  Englifh  court  was 
approved  in  council,  and  ratified  by  the  lord-lieutenant  Chi* 
thejler  this  year  in  the  king’s  name. 

Thefe  articles  being  rarely  to  be  met  with,  I  have  given 
them  a  place  in  the  Appendix  *  being  in  a  manner  the  fame 
which  the  puritans  requefted  at  the  Hampton-court  confe¬ 
rence;  for,  firjl ,  The  nine  articles  of  Lambeth  are  incorpo¬ 
rated  into  this  confefiion.  Secondly ,  The  morality  of  the 
Lord' s -day  is  ftrongly  aliened,  and  the  fpending  it  wholly  in 
religious  exercifes  is  required  [Art.  56; J  Thirdly ,  The  ob- 
fervation  of  Lent  is  declared  not  to  be  a  religious  fajl ,  but 
grounded  merely  on  political  confiderations,  for  provifion  of 
things  tending  to  the  better  prefervation  of  the  common¬ 
wealth,  [Art.  50.]  Fourthly ,  All  clergymen  are  faid  to  be 
lawfully  called  and  fent,  who  are  chofen  and  called  to  this 
work,  by  men  who  have  publick  authority  given  them  in 
the  church  to  call  and  fend  minifiers  into  the  Lord’s  vine¬ 
yard,  [Art.  71.]  which  is  an  acknowledgment  of  the  vali¬ 
dity  of  the  ordinations  of  thofe  churches  which  have  no 
bifhops.  Fifthly ,  The  power  of  the  keys  is  faid  to  be  only 
declarative.  [Art.  74.]  Sixthly ,  The  pope  is  declared  to 
be  antichrift,  or  that  man  of  fin  whom  the  Lord  fhall  con- 
fume  with  the  fpirit  of  his  mouth,  and  abolifh  with  the 
brightnefs  of  his  coming.  [Art.  8o.]  Seventhly ,  The  confe- 
cration  of  archbifhops,  bifhops,  &c.  is  not  fo  much  as  men¬ 
tioned,  as  if  done  on  purpofe  (fays  Mr.  Collyer )  to  avoid 
maintaining- the  diftinffion  between  that  order  and  that  of 
priefts.  Lafily ,  No  power  is  aferibed  to  the  church  in  ma¬ 
king  canons,  or  cenfuring  thofe  who  either  carelefsly  or  wil¬ 
fully  infringe  the  fame.  Upon  the  whole,  thefe  articles  feem 
to  be  contrived  to  compromife  the  difference  between  the 
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church  and  the  puritans ;  and  they  had  that  effeft  till  the 
year  1634,  when,  by  the  influence  of  archbifliop  Laud  and 
the  earl  of  Strafford ,  thefe  articles  were  fet  afide,  and  thofe 
of  the  church  of  England  received  in  their  room. 

To  return  to  England.  Among  the  puritans  who  fled 
from  the  perfection  of  bifliop  Bancroft ,  was  Mr.  Henry 
Jacob,  mentioned  in  the  year  1604.  This  divine,  having 
conferred  with  Mr.  Robinfon ,  paftor  of  an  Englifh  church  at 
Leyden,  embraced  his  peculiar  fentiments  of  church  difei- 
pline,  fince  known  by  the  name  of  indfendency.  In  the 
year  1610,  Mr.  Jacob  publiflied  at  Leyden  a  fmall  treatifo 
in  oefavo,  entitled,  The  Divine  Beginning  and  Injlitution  of 
Chriffs  true  vifible  and  material  Church:  and  followed  it 
next  year  with  another  from  Middleburgh ,  which  he  called 
An  Explication  and  Confirmation  of  his  former  T reatife . 
Some  time  after  he  returned  to  England,  and  having  im¬ 
parted  his  defign  of  fetting  up  a  feparate  congregation,  like 
thofe  in  Elolland,  to  the  moft  learned  puritans  of  thofe  times, 
as  Mr.  Throgmorton ,  Wring,  Manfel ,  Dod ,  &c.  it  was  not 
condemned  as  unlawful,  confidering  there  was  no  profpeft  of 
a  national  reformation.  Mr.  Jacob  therefore,  having  fum- 
moned  feveral  of  his  friends  together,  as  Mr.  Staifmore ,  Mr. 
Browne ,  Mr.  Prior ,  Almey ,  Thr  ought  on,  Allen,  Gibbet,  Farre, 
Goodal,  and  others;  and  having  obtained  their  confent  to 
unite  in  church  fellowfhip,  for  obtaining  the  ordinances  of 
Chriit  in  the  pureft  manner,  they  laid  the  foundation  of  the 
firft  independent  or  congregational  church  in  England,  after 
the  following  manner : — Having  obferved  a  day  of  folemn 
farting  and  prayer  for  a  bleffing  upon  their  undertaking,  to¬ 
wards  the  clofe  of  the  folemnity  each  of  them  made  open 
Confeffionof  their  faith  in  our  Lord  Jeftls  Chrift;  and  then 
(landing  together  they  joined  hands,  and  folemnly  covenanted 
with  each  other  in  the  prefence  of  Almighty  God,  to  walk  to¬ 
gether  in  all  God’s  ways  and  ordinances ,  according  as  he  had 
already  revealed,  or  Jhould  further  make  them  known  to  them . 
Mr.  Jacob  was  then  chofen  paftor  by  the  fuffrage  of  the  bro¬ 
therhood,  and  others  were  appointed  to  the  office  of  deacons, 
with  farting  and  prayer  and  impofition  of  hands.  The  fame 
year  £  1 6 1 63  Mr.  Jacob  publiflied  a  protefiation  or  confeffon 
in  the  name  of  certain  chriftians ,  Jhewing  how  far  they  agreed 
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with  the  church  of  England,  and  wherein  they  differed ,  with 
the  reafons  of  their  diffent  drawn  from  fcripture\  to  which 
was  added  a  petition  to  the  king  for  the  toleration  of  fuch 
chriftians.  And  fome  time  after  he  publifhed  a  collection  of 
found  reafons , /hewing  how  neceffary  it  is  for  all  chrijlians  to 
walk  in  the  ways  and  ordinances  of  God  in  purity ,  and  in  a 
right  church  way .  Mr.  Jacob  continued  wTith  his  people 
about  eight  years,  but  in  the  year  1624,  being  defirous  to 
enlarge  his  ufefulnefs,  he  went  with  their  confent  to  Vir¬ 
ginia,  where  he  foon  after  died.  Ihus,  according  to  the 
teftimony  of  the  Oxford  hiftorian,  and  fome  others,  Mr. 
Henry  Jacob  was  the  firft  independent  minifter  in  England, 
and  this  the  firft  congregational  church.  Upon  the  departure 
of  Mr.  Jacob  l\\s  church  cliofe  Mr.  Lathorp  their  paftor, 
whofe  hiftory  will  be  refumed  in  its  proper  place. 

The  king  was  fo  full  of  his  prerogative,  that  he  appre¬ 
hended  he  could  convince  his  fubjects  of  its  unlimited  ex¬ 
tent;  for  this  purpofe  he  turned  preacher  in  the  Star-cham¬ 
ber,  and  took  his  text,  Pfalm  lxxii.  1.  44  Give  the  king  thy 
44 judgments ,  0  God,  and  thy  righteoufnefs  to  the  kings  fonP* 
After  dividing  and  fubdividing,  and  giving  the  literal  and 
myftical  fenfe  of  his  text,  he  applied  it  to  the  judges  and 
courts  of  judicature,  telling  them,  44  that  the  king  fitting  in 
44  the  throne  of  God,  all  judgments  center  in  him,  and  there- 
44  fore  for  inferior  courts  to  determine  difficult  queftions 
44  without  confulting  him,  was  to  encroach  upon  his  prero - 
46  gative ,  and  to  limit  his  powrer,  which  it  was  not  lawful 
44  for  the  tongue  of  a  lawyer,  nor  any  fubjeft  to  difpute. 
44  As  it  is  atheifm  and  blafphemy  to  difpute  what  God  can 
44  do,  fays',  he,  fo  it  is  prefumption,  and  an  high  contempt,  to 
44  difpute  what  kings  can  do  or  fay ;  it  is  to  take  away  that 
44  myftical  reverence  that  belongs  to  them  who  lit  in  the 
44  throne  of  G©d.”f  Then  addrefling  to  the  auditory,  he 
advifqs  them,  44  Not  to  meddle  with  the  king’s  prerogative 
44  or  honour.  Plead  not  (fays  he)  upon  puritanical  prin- 
44  ciples,  which  make  all  things  popular,  but  keep  within  the 

44  ancient  limits.” 

\  *  * 

*  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  192-3,  and  note  (9). 
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te  *n  fpeaJj*ng  of  recufants,  he  fays,  there  are  three  forts,  (i.) 
t{  ^ome  that  come  now  and  then  to  church;  thefe  [the  pu¬ 
ce  r-T'u  3re  ^ormal  t0  lJle  laws,  but  falfe  to  God.  (2.) 
«  r  ’  CrS  '^at  ^aVe  ^ie’r  oonfciences  milled,  fome  of  thefe 
<4  U  e  pap'fts  that  fwear  allegiance]]  live  as  peaceable  fub- 
S'r  (3.)  Others  are  praftifing  recufants,  who  oblige 
their  .eivants  and  tenants  to  be  of  their  opinion.  Thefe 
“  are  men  of  pride  and  prefumption.  I  am  loath  to  hang  a 
prieu  only  for  his  religion,  and  faying  mafs;  but  if  they 
lelnie  the  oath  of  allegiance,  I  leave  them  to  the  law.” 
He  concludes  with  exhorting  the  judges  to  countenance  the 
dergy  again!!  fapijis  and  puritans ;  adding,  “  God  and  the 
king  will  reward  your  zeal.” 

It  is  eafy  to  oolerve  from  hence,  his  majefly’s  implacable 
averfion  to  the  puritans  was  founded  not  merely  or  princi¬ 
pally  on  their  refufal  of  the  ceremonies,  but  on  the  prin¬ 
ciples  of  civil  liberty  and  enmity  to  abfolute  monarchy;  for 
ail  arguments  againfl  the  extent  of  the  prerogative  are  faid 
to  be  founded  on  puritan  principles.  A  king  with  fuch 
maxims  Ihould  have  been  frugal  of  his  revenues,  that  he 
might  not  have  flood  in  need  of  parliaments;  but  our  mo¬ 
narch  was  extravagantly  profufe,  and  to  fupply  his  wants 
delivered  back  this  year  to  the  Dutch  their  cautionary 
towns,  which  were  the  keys  of  their  country,  for  lefs  than 
a  quarter  part  of  the  money  that  had  been  lent  on  them. 

1  his  year  £  1 6 1 7]  died  the  learned  and  judicious  Mr.  Paul 
Baynes , born  in  London,  and  educated  inChrifl’s  college,  Cam¬ 
bridge,  of  which  he  was  fellow.  He  fucceeded  Mr.  Perkins 
in  the  lefture  at  St.  Andrew’s  church,  where  he  behaved  with 
that  gravity  and  exemplary  piety,  as  rendered  him  univerfally 
acceptable  to  all  who  had  any  tafte  of  ferious  religion,  till 
archbifhop  Bancroft  fending  Dr.  Harfnet  to  vifit  the  univer¬ 
sity,  called  upon  Mr.  Baynes  to  fubferibe  according  to  the 
canons,  which  he  refufmg,  the  doftor  filenced  him,  and  put 
down  his  lecture.  Mr.  Baynes  appealed  to  the  archbifhop, 
but  his  Grace  flood  by  his  chaplains,  and  threatened  to  lay 
the  good  old  man  by  the  heels,  for  appearing  before  him 
with  a  little  black  edging  upon  his  cuffs.  After  this  Mr, 
Baynes  preached  only  occafionally,  as  he  could  get  opportu^ 
mty?  and  was  reduced  to  fuch  poverty  and  want3  that  he  faid 
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He  had  not  where  to  lay  his  head ;  but  at  length  death  put 
an  end  to  his  fufferings  in  the  year  1617.  He  publiihed  a 
Commentary  upon  the  Ephejians)  the  Dioclejian  s  Trial  againft 
Dr.  Downhanv,  and  feme  other  practical  treaties.  Dr. 
Sibbes  fays,  he  was  a  divine  of  uncommon  learning,  clear 
judgment,  ready  wit,  and  of  much  communion  with  God 
and  his  own  heart.  What  pity  was  it,  that  fucli  a  divine 
fliould  be  reftrained,  and  in  a  manner  (tarved  1 4 

The  difputes  in  Holland  between  the  Calvinijls  and  Jr-  ■ 
minims ,  upon  the  five  points  relating  to  eleftion,  redemption, 
original  fin,  effectual  grace,  and  perfeverance,  rofe  to  fuch 
an  height  as  obliged  the  States-General  to  have  recourfe  to 
a  national  fynod,  which  was  convened  at  Doit,  Nov.  13, 
1618.  Each  party  had  loaded  the  other  with  reproaches, 
and  in  the  warmth  of  difpute  charged  their  opinions  with 
the  molt  invidious  confequences,  infomuch  that  all  good 
neighbourhood  was  loll,  the  pulpits  were  filled  with  un¬ 
profitable  and  angry  difputes,  and  as  each  party  prevailed, 
the  other  were  turned  out  of  the  churches,  i  iie  magi- 
itrates  were  no  lefs  divided  than  the  miniflers,  one  city  and 
town  being  ready  to  take  up  arms  againft  another.  At 
length  it  grew  into  a  (late  faction,  which  endangered  the  dif- 
folution  of  government.  Maurice  prince  of  Orange,  though 
a  remonftrant,  put  himfelf  at  the  head  of  the  Calvinijls  [or 
contra-remonftrants]  becaufe  they  were  for  a  ftadtholder, 
and  the  magiftrates  who  were  againft  a  ftadtholder  fided  with 
the  [remonftrants,  or]  Arminians ,  among  whom  the  advo¬ 
cate  of  Holland,  Oldenbarnevelt ,  and  the  penfionaries  of 
Leyden  and  Rotterdam,  'Hogerberts  and  Grotius,  were  the 
chief.  Several  attempts  were  made  for  an  accommodation, 
or  toleration  of  the  two  parties;  but  this  not  fucceeding, 
the  three  heads  of  the  remonftrants  \Arminians~\  were  taken 
into  cuftody,  and  the  magiftrates  of  feveral  towns  and  cities 

*  See  Clarke’s  Lives,  annexed  to  his  General  Marty rology,  p.  24;  who 
tells  us,  that  Mr.  Baynes,  being  fummoned  on  a  time  before  the  privy 
council,  on  pretence  of  keeping  conventicles,  and  called  on  to  fpeak  for  hiirw 
felf,  made  fuch  an  excellent  fpeech,  that  in  the  midft  of  it  a  nobleman  hood 
up  and  faid,  “  He  fpeaks  more  like  an  angel  than  a  man,  and  1  dare  not 
“  day  here  to  have  a  hand  in  any  fentence  againft  him.”  Upon  which 
fpeech  he  was  difmifled,  and  never  heard  any  more  from  them.  Ed* 

changed, 
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changed,  by  authority  of  the  prince ,  which  made  way  for  the 
c hoofing  fuch  a  fynod  as  his  highnefs  defired.  The  claffes 
ot  the  leveral  towns  met  firfl  in  -a  provincial  iymA,  and  thefe 
lent  deputies  to  the  national  one,  with  proper  inflruftions. 
1  he  remonjirants  were  averfe  to  the  calling  a  fynod,  becaufe 
their  numbers  were  as  yet  unequal  to  the  Calvinijls ,  and 
their  leaders  being  in  cuftody,  it  was  eafy  to  foretell  their 
approaclnng  fate.  They  complained  of  injultice  in  their 
iummons  to  the  provincial  affemblies ;  but  Trigland  fays, 
that  wheie  the  remonjirants  \_Arminians~\  were  weakeft,  they 
Were  equally  regarded  with  the  other  party;  but  in  truth 
their  deputies  were  angry  and  diffatisfied,  and  in  many  places 
abiented  fi  oin  their  dalles,  and  fo  yielded  up  their  power 
into  the  hands  of  their  adverfaries,  who  condemned  their 
principles,  and  depofed  leveral  of  their  minifters. 

The  national  fynod  of  Dort  confuted  of  thirty-eight 
Dutch  and  Walloon  divines,  five  profefl'ors  of  the  univerfi- 
ties,  and  twenty-one  lay-elders,  making  together  fixty-one 
perlons,  of  which  not  above  three  or  four  were  remonftrants. 
Befides  thefe,  there  were  twenty-eight  foreign  divines,  from 
Great-Britain,  from  the  Palatinate,  from  Heflia,  Switzer¬ 
land,  Geneva,  Biemen,  Emden,  Uafifau,  and  "Wetteravia ; 
the  French  king  not  admitting  his  proteftant  divines  to  ap¬ 
pear.  hs  ext  to  the  States  deputies  fat  the  Englifh  divines ; 
the  fecond  place  was  referved  for  the  French  divines;  the 
reft  fat  in  the  order  recited.  Upon  the  right  and  left  hand 
of  the  chair,  next  to  the  lay-deputies ,  fat  the  Netherland 
profefTors  of  divinity,  then  the  miniflers  and  elders,  according 
to  the  rank  of  their  provinces;  the  Walloon  churches  fit¬ 
ting  laft.  After  the  divines,  as  well  domeftick  as  foreign,  had 
produced  their  credentials,  the  reverend  Mr.  John  Boger- 
man,  of  Leewarden,  was  chofen  prefident,  the  reverend  Mr. 
Jacob  Roland  and  Herman  Faukelius,  of  Amfterdam  and  Mid- 
dleburgh,  afTeflbrs;  Heinfius  was  fcribe,  and  the  reverend 
Mr.  Dammon  and  Fejlius  Hommius ,  fecretaries;  a  general 
fall  was  then  appointed,  after  which  they  proceeded  to 
bufinefs. 

The  names  of  the  Englifh.  divines  were,  Dr.  Carlton , 
bifliop  of  Fandaff,  Dr.  Hall.,  dean  of  Worcefter,  afterwards 
feiflaop  of  Norwich ;  Dr.  Davetmt,  afterwards  bifliop  of 

Salifbury ; 
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Saliibury ;  and  Dr.  Samuel  Ward ,  matter  of  Sidney-college, 
Cambridge  ;*  but  Dr.  Hall  not  being  able  to  bear  the  cli¬ 
mate,  Dr.  Goad,  prebendary  of  Canterbury,  was  appointed 
in  his  room.  Mr.  Balcanqual ,  a  Scotfman,  but  no  friend  to 
the  kirk,  was  alfo  commiffioned  by  king  James  to  represent 
that  church.  He  was  taken  into  confutation,  and  joined 
in  fuffrage  with  the  Engiifli  divines,  fo  as  to  make  one  col¬ 
lege;  for  the  divines  of  each  nation  gave  only  one  vote  in 
the  fynod,  as  their  united  fenfe  :  and  though  Balcanqual  did 
not  wear  the  habits  of  the  Engiifli  divines,  nor  lit  with 
them  in  the  fynod,  having  a  place  by  himfelf  as  reprefen- 
tative  of  the  Scots  kirk,  yet  (fays  the  bifliop  of  Landaff) 
his  apparel  was  decent,  and  in  all  refpefts  he  gave  much 
fatisfaclion.  His  majefty’s  in-ftru&ions  to  them  were,  (i.) 
To  agree  among  thfcmfelves  about  the  (late  of  any  queftion, 
and  how  far  it  may  be  maintained  agreeably  to  the  fcriptures 
and  the  doftrine  of  the  church  of  England.  (2.)  To  advife 
the  Dutch  minifters  not  to  infifl  in  their  fermons  upon  fcho- 
laftick  points,  but  to  abide  by  their  former  confejjion  of  faith , 
and  thofe  of  their  neighbour  reformed  churches.  (3.)  That 
.they  fliould  confult  the  king’s  honour,  the  peace  of  the  dif- 
tratted  churches,  and  behave  in  all  things  with  gravity  and 
moderation. 

When  all  the  members  of  the  fynod  were  aflfembled,  they 
took  the  following  oath,  in  the  twenty-third  feffion,  each 
perfon  (landing  up  in  his  place,  and  laying  his  hand  upon 
his  heart : 

cc  I  Promife  before  God,  whom  I  believe  and  worfhip, 
u  as  here  prefent,  and  as  the  fearcher  of  the  reins  and  heart, 
<c  that  during  the  whole  courfe  of  the  tranfaftions  of  this 
<c  fynod,  in  which  there  will  be  made  an  enquiry  into,  and 
<c  judgment  and  decifion  of,  not  only  the  well-known  five 
u  points ,  and  all  the  difficulties  refulting  from  thence,  but 
<c  likewife  of  all  other  forts  of  doflrine,  I  will  not  make  ufe 
“  of  any  kind  of  human  writings,  but  only  of  the  word  of 
God,  as  a  fure  and  infallible  rule  of  faith.  Neither  will  l 
have  any  other  thing  in  view  throughout  this  whole  dif- 
cuffion,  but  the  honour  of  God,  the  peace  of  the  church, 

,  1 

*  Fuller’s  Worthies,  p.  159. 

“  and 


io  6 


the  history 


CHAP.  II, 


“  and  above  all  the  prcfervation  of  the  purity  of  doSi-ine 

“  befceh  trT  Sa,i°"r  Jrfus  Chrift-  whom  I  ardently 
beietch  to  affift  me  m  this  my  defign,  by  his  holy  fpirit.”* 

This  was  all  the  oath  that  was  taken  (fays  bilhop  Hall )  as 

M10p£  r7°  f,  laved  ^  v/as  therefore  an  unjuft  infinuation  of 
Mr.  John  Goodwm,  who  in  his  Redemption  redeemed,  p. 

•  charged  them  with  taking  a  previous  oath  to  condemn  the 
oppofitc  party  on  what  terms  foever.  «  It  grieves  my  foul, 

(fays  the  bilhop)  to  fee  any  learned  divine  railing  fuch 
«  maT  conjectures;  but  fince  I  have  fee n  it,  I  blefs  my 
God  that  I  yet  live  to  vindicate  them  [1651]  by  this  my 
knowing  and  clear  attention,  which  I  am  ready  to  fe- 
cond  with  the  folemneft  oath,  if  required.” 

The  fynod  continued  to  the  29th  of  May,  in  which  time 
there  were  one  hundred  and  eighty  feffions.  In  the  hundred 
and  forty-fifth  feffion,  and  30th  of  April,  the  Belgick  con- 

tv  °,f/a’th  was  debated  and  Put  to  the  queftion,  which 
the  Tnghlh  divines  agreed  to,  except  the  articles  relating  to 

the  parity  of  mniflers  and  ecclefiaftical  difcipline.  They  faid 
they  had  carefully  examined  the  faid  confeilion,  and  did  not 
find  any  thing  therein,  with  refpecl  to  faith  and  doctrine,  but* 
what  was  in  the  main  conformable  to  the  word  of  God.f 
They  added,  that  they  had  likewife  confidered  the  remon- 
ltrants’  ^Armenians']  exceptions  againft  the  faid  confeilion, 
and  declared  that  they  were  of  fuch  a  nature  as  to  be  capable 
of  being  made  againft  all  the  confeffions  of  other  reformed 
churches.  They  did  not  pretend  to  pafs  any  judgment  upon 
the  articles  relating  to  their  church  government,  but  only 
maintained  that  their  own  church  government  was  founded 
upon  apojlolical  injiitution . 

Mr.  John  Hales  of  Eaton,  chaplain  to  the  Englifh  ambaf- 
fador  Carlton ,  fat  among  the  hearers  for  fome  weeks,  and 
haying  taken  minutes  of  the  proceedings,  tranfmitted  them 
twice  or  thrice  a  week  to  his  excellency  at  the  Hague.  After 
his  departure,  Dr.  Halcancpual^  the  Scots  commiffioner,  and 
Dr.  Ames,  carried  on  the  correfpondence.  Mr.  Hales  ob- 

*  Brandt,  vol.  lii.  p.  62,  or  the  Abridgment,  ofBrandt,  8vo.  vol.  ii.  p.  41 7. 

t  Ihah  vol.  iii.  p.  288 ;  or  Abridgment,  vol.  ii.  p.  508-9. 
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ferves,  that  the  remonflrants  behaved  on  feveral  occafions 
very  imprudently,*  not  only  in  the  manner  of  their  debates, 
but  in  declining  the  authority  of  the  fynod,  though  fum- 
moned  by  the  civil  magiftrate  in  the  moil  unexceptionable 
manner.  The  five  points  of  difference  between  the  Calvi - 
nijls  and  Arminians ,  after  a  long  hearing,  were  decided  in 
favour  of  the  former.  After  which  the  remonftrant  mini- 
flers  were  difmiffed  the  affembly,  and  baniflied  the  country 
within  a  limited  time,  except  they  fubmitted  to  thenewcon- 
feffion ;  on  which  occafion  fome  very  hard  fpeeches  were 
mutually  exchanged,  and  appeals  made  to  the  final  tribunal 

of  God. 

When  the  opinion  of  the  Britifh  divines  was  read,  upon 
the  extent  of  Chrift’s  redemption,  it  was  obferved  that  they 
omitted  the  received  diftin&ion  between  the  fufficiency  and 
efficacy  of  it ;  nor  did  they  touch  upon  the  received  limita¬ 
tion  of  thofe  paffages,  which,  fpeaking  of  Chrift’s  dying  for 
the  whole  world ,  are  ufually  interpreted  of  the  world  of  the 
ele£l^  Dr.  Davenant  and  fome  of  his  brethren  inclining  to 
the  doftrine  of  univerfal  redemption .f  In  all  other  points 
there  was  a  perfect  harmony ;  and  even  in  this  Balcanqual 
fays,  king  James  and  the  archbifhop  of  Canterbury  defired 
them  to  comply,  though  Heylin  fays,  their  inftru&ions  were 
not  to  oppofe  the  doftrine  of  univerfal  redemption .  But 
Dr.  Davenant  and  Ward  were  for  a  middle  way  between 
the  two  extremes;  they  maintained  the  certainty  of  the  fed- 
vation  of  the  eleff,  and  that  offers  of  pardon  were  fent  not 
only  to  all  who  fhould  believe  and  repent,  but  to  all  who 
heard  the  gofpel ;  and  that  grace  fufffeient  to  convince  and 
perfuade  the  impenitent  (fo  as  to  lay  the  blame  of  their  con¬ 
demnation  upon  themfelves)  went  along  with  thefe  offers; 
that  the  redemption  of  Chrift  and  his  merits  were  applicable 
to  thefe,  and  confequently  there  was  a  poffibility  of  their  fal- 
vation.  However,  they  complied  with  the  fynod,  and  de¬ 
clared  their  confcffion  in  the  main,  agreeable  to  the  word  of 
God;  but  this  gave  rife  to  a  report  fome  years  after,  that 
they  had  deferted  the  do&rine  of  the  church  of  England ; 


*  Hales’s  Remains,  p.  507,  512,  52 6,  586,  587. 
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upon  which  bifliop  Hall  exprefled  his  concern  to  doctor 
Davenant  in  thefe  words,  “  I  fliall  live  and  die  in  the  fuf- 
“  frage  of  that  fynod  of  Dort;  and  I  do  confidently  avow, 
c  that  thofe  other  opinions  [of  Arminius ]  cannot  Hand  with 
<c  the  dodtrine  of  the  church  of  England.”  To  which  bifliop 
Davenant  replied  in  thefe  words,  66  I  know  that  no  man  can 
embrace  /lr  niinianifm  in  the  doctrines  of  predeflination  and 
grace ,  but  he  mud  defert  the  articles  agreed  upon  by  the 
church  of  England;  nor  in  the  point  of  perfeverance^  but 
<c  he  mufl  vary  from  the  received  opinions  of  our  bell  ap- 
proved  dodtois  m  the  Englifli  church. ”  Yet  Heylin  has 
the  aflui  ance  to  fay,  That  though  the  Arminian  contro- 
“  verfy  brought  lome  trouble  for  tire  prefent  to  the  churches 
C6  of  Holland,  it  was  of  greater  advantage  to  the  church  of 
“  England,  whole  doctrine  in  thofe  points  had  been  fo  over- 
cc  born  by  the  Calvinijls ,  that  it  was  almoft  reckoned  for  an 
Lei  el  j  to  be  found  and  orthodox  [i.  e.  an  Arminian ]  ac- 
cording  to  the  book  of  articles  ejiablijhed  by  law  in  the 
“  church  of  England."  He  adds, That  king  fames  did 
not  appear  for  Calvinifm  out  of  judgment,  but  for  reafons 
or  hate,  and  from  a  perfonal  friendfhip  to  prince  Maurice , 
cc  who  had  put  himfelf  at  their  head.  He  therefore  fent 
fuch  divines  as  had  zeal  enough  to  condemn  the  remon- 
“  ftrants,  though  it  was  well  known  that  he  had  difapproved 
cc  the  articles  of  Lambeth,  and  the  dodirine  of  predeflination; 
Ci  nor  was  it  a  fecret  what  advice  he  had  given  prince 
Maurice  before  he  put  himfelf  at  the  head  of  the 
Calvinijls 

When  the  fynod  was  rifen,  people  fpake  of  it  in  a  very 
different  manner the  States  of  Holland  were  highly  fatis- 
fied;  they  gave  high  rewards  to  the  chief  divines, J  and  or¬ 
dered  the  original  records  of  their  proceedings  to  be  pre- 
ferved  among!!  their  archives.  The  Englifli  divines  ex¬ 
prefled  full  fatisfadfion  in  the  proceedings  of  the  fynod.  Mr. 

*  Hlft.  Prefb.  p.  381. 

f  Brandt,  p.  307-8,  or  Abridgment,  vol.  ii.  p.  531. 

X  Each  divine  of  the  United  Provinces  received  four  florins  a  day.  The 
fynod  coft  ten  tons  of  gold,  i%  e .  a  million  of  florins.  Brandt  abridged,  vol. 
ii.  p.531.  Ed. 
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Baxter  fays,  the  chriftian  world  fince  the  days  of  the  apoftles 
never  had  an  affembly  of  more  excellent  divines.  The  learned 
Jacobus  Capellus,  profeffor  of  Leyden,  declared,  that  the 
equity  of  the  fathers  of  this  fynod  was  fuch,  that  no  inftance 
can  be  given  lince  the  apoftolick  age,  of  any  other  fynod  in 
which  the  hereticks  were  heard  with  more  patience,  or  which 
proceeded  with  a  better  temper  or  more  fanftity.  P.  Du 
Moulin ,  Pau/us  Servita ,  and  the  author  of  the  life  of  //  ale  us, 
fpeak  the  fame  language.  But  others  poured  contempt 
upon  the  fynod,  and  burlefqued  their  proceedings  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  lilies: 

Dordrechti  fy nodus,  nodus',  chorus  integer ,  cegcr; 

Conventus,  ventus ,  ftfjto,  Jlramen,  Amen , 

Lewis  du  Moulin ,  with  all  the  favourers  of  the  Arminian 
do&rines,  as  Heylin ,  Womack,  Brand ,  &c.  charge  them  with 
partiality  and  unjustifiable  fe verity.  Upon  the  whole,  in  my 
judgment,  they  proceeded  with  as  much  diferetion  and  can¬ 
dour  as  moft  affemblies  antient  or  modern  have  done,  who 
have  pretended  to  eftablifh  articles  for  other  men’s  faith  with 
penal  fanftions.  I  fhall  take  leave  of  this  vcnerablehody  with 
this  further  remark,  That  king  James  fending  over  divines 
to  join  this  affembly,  was  an  open  acknowledgment  of  the  va¬ 
lidity  of  ordination  by  mere  prefbyters  ;  here  being  abiihop 
of  the  church  of  England  fitting  as  a  private  member  in  a  fy¬ 
nod  of  divines,  of  which  a  mere  prelbyter  was  the  president. 

In  the  fummer  of  the  year  1617,  king  James  made  a  pro- 
grefs  into  Scotland,  to  advance  the  epifcopal  caufe  in  that 
country;  the  chapel  of  Edinburgh  was  adorned  after  the 
manner  of  Whitehall;  pictures  being  carried  from  hence  to¬ 
gether  with  the  ftatnes  of  the  twelve  apoftles,  which  were  let 
up  in  the  church.  His  majefty  treated  his  Scots  fubje&s 
with  a  haughty  diftance;  telling  them,  both  in  the  parlia¬ 
ment  and  general  affembly,  That  it  was  a  power  innate ,  a 
princely  fpecial  prerogative  which  chriftian  kings  have ,  to  order 
and  difpofe  external  things  in  the  outward  polity  of  the  church , 
or  as  we  with  our  bi/hops  Jhall  think  fit ;  and,  sirs,  for  your 
approving  or  difproving  ;  deceive  not  yourf elves,  1  will  not 
havemyreafon  oppofed .  Two  aft s  relating  to  the  church 
were  paITed  thisfeliionj  one  concerning  the  choice  of  arch- 

bifhops 
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Whops  and  bifhops,  and  another  for  the  reftitution  of  Chap- 
ters>  1)Ut  *lle  minifters  protefting  againft  both,  feveral  of 
tnera  were  iufpendcd  and  deprived, and  others  baniflied,  as  the 
Melvins,  Mr.  Forbes,  See.  and  as  the  famous  Mr.  Calderwood, , 
author  of  the  Alt  are  Damafcenum,  had  been  before;  which 
book,  when  one  of  the  Englilh  prelates  promifed  to  anfwer, 
the  king  replied,  What  will  you  anfwer ,  man  ?  There  is  no¬ 
thing  here  than  feripture ,  reafon,  and  fathers.* 

Next  year  a  convention  or  affembly  was  fummoned  to 
meet  at  Ieith,  Augujl  25,  1618.  It  confifted  of  fome  no¬ 
blemen,  flatefmen,  barons,  and  burgdTes,  chofen  on  purpofe 
to  bear  down  the  miniflers;  and  with  what  violence  things 
were  carried,  God  and  ail  indifferent  fpe&ators  (fays  my 
author)  are  witneffes.  In  this  affembly  the  court  and  bi¬ 
shops  make  a  fhift  to  carry  the  following  five  articles : 

1.  That  the  holy  facrament  llrall  be  received  kneelirm. 

2.  That  minifters  fliall  be  obliged  to  adminilter  the  .facra¬ 
ment  in  private  houfes  to  the  fick,  if  they  defire  it. 

3.  That  miniflers  may  baptize  children  privately  at  home, 
in  cafes  of  neceffity,  only  certifying  it  to  the  congregation 
the  next  LordVdayv 

4.  That  miniflers  fliall  bring  fuch  children  of  their  parifh 
as  can  fay  their  catechifm,  and  repeat  the  Lord’s  prayer,  the 
creed,  and  ten  commandments,  to  the  biihops .  to  confirm 
and  give  them  their  blefling. 

5-  That  the  feftivals  of  Chrifhnas ,  Eafer,  Whi  if  untide, 
and  the  Afcenfion  of  our  Saviour,  fliall  for  the  future  be 
commemorated  in  the  kirk  of  Scotland. f 

The  king  ordered  thefe  articles  to  be  publiflied  at  the 
market-croffes  of  die  feveral  boroughs,  and  the  minifters 
to  read  them  in  their  pulpits;  which  the  greateft  number 


*  This  Bifhop  Warburton  underdands  as  faid  ironically.  Ed. 

t  c  A  prince/  obferves  a  judicious  hiftorian,  f  mud  be  drangely  infa- 

*  tuated,  and  drongly  prejudiced,  to  employ  his  power  and  influence  in  efta- 
4  blifhing  fuch  matters  as  thefe!  Let  rites  and  ceremonies  be  deemed  ever 
‘  fo  decent;  who  will  fay,  they  are  fit  to  be  impofed  by  methods  offeverity 
c  and  condraint?  Yet,  by  thefe  ways,  thefe  matters  were  introduced 
‘  amongft  the  Scots,  to  the  difgrace  of  humanity,  and  the  eternal  blemifh  of 

*  a  prince  who  bonded  of  his  learning,  and  was  for  ever  difplaying  his 

*  abilities/  Dr.  Harris’s  Life  of  James,  p.  236,  237,  Ed. 
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of  the  latter  refufed,  there  being  no  penalty,  except  the 
king’s  difpleafure:  But  the  vote  of  the  aflembly  at  Perth  not 
being  fufficient  to  eftablifh  thefe  articles  into  a  law,  it  was 
refolved  to  ufe  all  the  intereft  of  the  court  to  carry  them 
through  the  parliament.  This  was  not  attempted  ’till  the 
year  1621,  when  the  parliament  meeting  on  the  firft  of 
June,  the  minifters  had  prepared  a  fupplication  againft  the 
five  articles )  giving  reafons  why  they  fliould  not  be  received 
or  confirmed,  and  came  to  Edinburgh  in  great  numbers  to 
fupport  it.  Upon  this,  the  king’s  commiflioner,  by  advice 
of  the  bilhops  and  council,  ilfued  a  proclamation,  command¬ 
ing  all  minifters  to  depart  out  of  Edinburgh  within  twenty 
hours,  except  the  fettled  minifters  of  the  city,  and  fuch  as 
fliould  have  a  licence  from  the  bifliop.  The  minifterso  beyed, 
leaving  behind  them  a  proteftation  againft  the  articles,  and 
an  admonition  to  the  members  of  parliament  not  to  ratify 
them,  as  they  would  anfwer  it  in  the  day  of  judgment. 
They  alledged,  that  the  aflembly  of  Perth  was  illegal,  and 
that  the  articles  were  againft  the  privileges  of  the  kirk,  and 
the  eftablilhed  laws  of  the  kingdom:  But  the  court  intereft 
prevailed,  and  with  much  difficulty  the  articles  were  ratified, 
contrary  to  the  fenfe  of  the  kirk  and  nation.  This  bred  a 
great  deal  of  ill  blood,  and  raifed  a  new  perfecution  through¬ 
out  the  kingdom,  many  of  the  prefbyterian  minifters  being 
fined,  imprifoned  and  baniflied  by  the  high  commiffion,  at  a 
time  when  by  their  intereft  with  the  people,  it  was  in  their 
power  to  have  turned  their  ta/k-mafters  out  of  the  kingdom.* 
Thus  far  king  James  proceeded  towards  the  reftitution  of 
epifcopacy  in  Scotland;  but  one  thing  was  ftill  wanting  to 
compleat  the  work,  which  was  a  publick  liturgy,  or  book  of 
common-prayer .  Several  confultations  were  held  upon  this 
head;  but  the  king,  being  allured  it  would  occafion  an  infur- 

*  Bifhop  Warburton  is  not  willing  to  allow  them  the  praife  of  atting  with 
this  caution  and  temper :  “  for,”  he  remarks,  “  foon  after  they  ufed  their 
fi  intereft  to  this  purpofe,  and  I  believe  they  began  to  ufe  it  as  loon  as  they 

got  it.”  ^  T  he  bifhop  did  not  coniider,  that  it  is  not  in  human  nature,  any 
more  than  it  is  confident  with  wifdom  and  moderation,  to  proceed,  though 
injured  and  provoked,  to  extremities  at  firft.  That  the  Scotch  prefbyterian 
minifters  fhould  have  great  intereft  with  the  people,  was  the  neceffary  con- 
fequence  of  their  being  fufferers  for  the  principles  of  the  kirk  and  the 
nation.  Ed. 
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region  over  the  whole  kingdom,  wifely  dropped  it,  leaving 
that  unhappy  work  to  be  finilhed  by  his  fon,  whofe  impofmg 
it  upon  the  kirk,  without  confent  of  parliament  or  general 
affembly,  fet  fire  to  the  difcontents  of  the  people,  which  had 
been  gathering  for  many  years. 

To  return  to  England.  This  year  the  learned  Mr.  Selden 
was  fummoned  before  the  high  commiffion,  for  publifhing 
his  Hijiory  of  Tithes ,  in  which  he  proves  them  not  to  be  of 
divine  but  human  appointment ;  and  after  many  threatenings, 
was  obliged  to  fign  the  following  recantation: 

“  My  good  lords, 

“  I  molt  humbly  acknowledge  my  error  in  publifhing 
“  the  Hijiory  of  Tithes,  and  efpecially  in  that  I  have  at  all 
“  (by  file  wing  any  interpretation  of  holy  fcriptures,  by 
“  meddling  with  councils,  fathers,  or  canons,  or  by  what 
“  elfe  foever  occurs  in  it)  offered  any  occafion  of  argument 
“  againft  any  right  of  maintenance,  jure  divino,  of  the  mi- 
“  infers  of  the  gofpel;  befeeching  your  lordfliips  to  receive 
“  this  ingenuous  and  humble  acknowledgment,  together  with 
“  the  unfeigned  proteftation  of  my  grief,  for  that  I  have  fo 
“  incurred  his  majefty  and  your  lordfliips’  difpleafure  con- 
“  ceived  againft  me  in  behalf  of  the  church  of  England. 

“  Jan.  28,  1618.  John  Selden.” 

Notwithftanding  this  fubmiflion,  Mr.  Fuller  fays  it  is  cer¬ 
tain  that  a  fiercer  ftorm  never  fell  upon  all  parfonage  barns* 
fmce  the  reformation,  than  what  was  raifed  by  this  treatife; 
nor  did  Mr.  Selden  quickly  forget  their  flopping  his  mouth 
after  this  manner. 

( 

This  year  died  the  reverend  Mr.  William  Bradfhaw ,  born 
at  Bofworth  in  Leicefterfhire,  1571,  and  educated  in  Emanuel 

*  Bifhop  Warburton,  becaufe  he  himfelf  approved  of  the  principle  of  Mr. 
Selden’s  book,  as  placing  the  claim  of  tithes  <f  on  the  fure  foundation  of 

law,  inftead  of  the  feeble  prop  of  an  imaginary  divine  right,”  carps  at 
this  expreftion  of  Mr.  Neal,  though  the  words  of  Fuller  ;  and  afks,  “  Where 
<f  was  the  ftorm,  except  in  the  author’s  fanciful  ftandilh  ?”  The  anfwer  is. 
The  ftorm  was  in  the  oftence  Mr.  Selden’s  do&rine  gave  the  clergy,  and 
the  indignation  of  the  court  which  it  drew  on  him.  The  clergy  publifhed 
angry  animadverfions  on  it,  and  the  king  threatened  to  throw  him  into  pri- 
fon,  if  Ije  replied  in  his  own  defence. 

Britifh  Biography,  yol,  iv.  p.  377.  Ed. 
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college,  Cambridge.  He  was  afterwards  removed,  and 
admitted  fellow  of  Sidney  college;  where  lie  got  an  eafy 
admiffion  into  the  miniftry,  being  difpenfed  with  in  feme 
things  that  he  fcrupled.  He  preached  firft  as  a  lecturer  at 
Abingdon,  and  then  at  Steeple-Morton.  At  length  by  the 
recommendation  of  Dr.  Chaddcrton ,  he  was  fettled  at  Chat¬ 
ham  in  Kent,  in  the  year  1601;  but.  before  lie  had  been 
there  a  twelve-month,  he  was  fent  for  by  the  archbifhop  to 
Shorne,  a  town  fituate  between  Rochefter  and  Grave  fend, 
and  commanded  to  fubfcribe;  which  he  refufmg,  was  imme¬ 
diately  fufpended.  The  inhabitants  of  Chatham,  in  their 
petition  for  his  refloration,  fay,  that  *  his  doctrine  was  mod: 
wholefome,  true,  and  learned,  void  of  faftion  and  conten¬ 
tion:  and  his  life  lb  garniftied  with  unblemnhed  virtues  and 
graces,  as  malice  itfelf  could  not  reprove  him.  But  all  in- 
terceffions  were  to  no  purpofe:  he  therefore  removed  into 
another  diocefe,  where  he  obtained  a  licence,  and  at  length 
was  chofen  lefturer  of  Chrifl  church  in  London.  Here  he 
publifhed  a  treatife  againft  the  ceremonies ,  for  which  he  was 
obliged  to  leave  the  city,  and  retired  to  his  friend  Mr. 
Redriche9 s  at  Newhall  in  Leicefterfhire.  The  bifhop’s  chan¬ 
cellor  followed  him  thither,  with  an  inhibition  to  preach, 
but  by  the.  mediation  of  a  couple  of  good  angels  (fays  my 
author)  the  reflraint  was  taken  off.*  In  this  filent  and  me¬ 
lancholy  retirement  he  fpent  the  vigour  and  ftrength  of  his 
days.  At  length,  as  he  was  attending  Mrs.  Redriche  on  a 
vifit  to  Chelfea,  he  was  feized  with  a  violent  fever,  which  in 
a  few  days  put  an  end  to  his  life,  in  the  forty-eighth  year  of 
his  age.  He  was  full  of  heavenly  expreffions  in  his  laft 
ficknefs,  and  died  with  great  fatisfaftion  in  his  non-confor¬ 
mity.  Dr.  Hall ,  bifhop  of  Norwich,  gives  him  this  cha¬ 
racter:  <c  That  he  was  of  a  flrong  brain,  and  of  a  free 
u  fpirit,  not  fuffering  himfelf  for  fmall  differences  of  judg- 
“  ment,  to  be  alienated  from  his  friends,  to  whom,  notwith- 
“  handing  his  feeming  auflerity,  he  was  very  pleafmg  in 
“  converfation,  being  full  of  witty  and  harmlefs  urbanity : 
he  was  very  flrong  and  eager  in  arguing,  hearty  in  friend- 
fliip,  regardlefs  of  the  world,  a  defpifer  of  compliments,  a 


*  Gataker’s  Life  of  Bradlhaw,  in  Cbrke’s  Lives, 
hal  Martyrology. 
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‘‘  lover  of  reality,  full  of  digefted  and  excellent  notions,  a 

painful  labourer  in  God’s  vineyard,  and  now,  no  doubt, 
“  glorioufly  rewarded.”  Such  was  this  light,  which  by  the 
feverity  of  the  times,  was  put  under  a  bufhel! 

In  order  to  put  a  Hop  to  the  growth  of  puritanifm,  and 
filence  the  obje&ions  of  papifts  again  It  the  ftri&nefs  of  the  re¬ 
formed  religion;  his  majefly  this  year  publifhed,  a  Declaration 
to  encourage  recreations  and.  [ports  on  the  Lord’s  Day ,  contrary 
to  his  proclamation  in  the  firll  year  of  his  reign,  and  to  the 
articles  of  the  church  of  Ireland,  ratified  under  the  great  feal, 
t6r  5,  in  which  the  morality  of  the  Lord’s-day  is  affirmed. 
“  But,”  fays  Hey/in,  “  the  puritans,  byraifing  the  fabbath, 

took  occafion  to  deprefs  the  fejlivals ,  and  introduced,  by 
**  little  and  little,  a  general  neglect  of  the  weekly  falls,  the 
<c  holy  time  of  lent ,  and  the  embring  days,  reducing  all  afts 
“  of  humiliation  to  folemn  and  occafional  falls.”*  Sad  in¬ 
deed!  “  But  this  was  not  all  the  mifehief  that  enfued,” 
fays  the  doftor,  “  for  feveral  preachers  and  juftices  of  the 
“  peace  took  occafion  from  hence  to  forbid  all  lawful  fports 
“  on  the  Lord’s-day,  by  means  whereof  the  priefts  and  je- 
<4  fuits  perfuaded  the  people  in  the  northern  counties,  that 
“  the  reformed  religion  was  incompatible  with  that  chrillian 
“  liberty  which  God  and  nature  had  indulged  to  the  fons  of 
“  men :  So  that  to  preferve  the  people  from  popery,  his 
“  majefty  was  brought  under  a  neceffity  to  publifh  the  book 
“  of  fports.” 

It  was  drawn  up  by  bifhop  Moreton,  and  dated  from 
Greenwich,  May  24,  1618,  and  it  was  to  this  effeft : — 
“  That  for  his  good  people’s  recreation,  his  majefly’s  plea- 
“  fure  was,  that  after  the  end  of  divine  fervice,  they  fhould 
“  not  be  difturbed,  letted,  or  difeouraged  from  any  lawful 
“  recreations;  fuch  as  dancing ,  either  of  men  or  women, 
“  archery  for  men,  leaping ,  vaulting ,  or  any  fuch  harmlefs 
“  recreations;  nor  having  of  may-games ,  whitf on-ales,  or 
“  mor rice-dances,  or  fetting  up  of  may-poles ,  or  other  fports 
“  therewith  ufed,  fo  as  the  fame  may  be  had  in  due  and  con- 
<c  venient  time,  without  impediment  or  let  of  divine  fervice; 
<£  and  that  women  fhould  have  leave  to  carry  rujhes  to  the 

*  Hcylin’s  Hill,  of  Prelb.  389,  390. 


tc  church 


CHAP.  II.  OF  THE  PURITANS.  'I1J 

“  church  for  the  decoring  of  it,  according  to  their  old  cuf- 
“  toms;  withal  prohibiting  all  unlawful  games  to  be  ufed  on 
“  Sundays  only;  as  bear-baiting ,  bull-baiting ,  interludes ,  and 
«  at  all  times  (in  the  meaner  fort  of  people  prohibited) 

«  bowling Two  or  three  reftraints  were  annexed  to  the 
declaration, which  deferve  the  reader's  notice:  (i.)  No  re- 
cufant  [/.  e.  papift]  was  to  have  the  benefit  of  this  declara¬ 
tion.  (2.)  Nor  fuch  as  were  not  prefent  at  the  whole  of 
divine  fervice.  (3.)  Nor  fuch  as  did  not  keep  to  their  own 
parifh  churches,  that  is,  puritans. 

This  declaration  was  ordered  to  be  read  in  all  the  parifh 
churches  of  Lancafhire,  which  abounded  with  papifts ;  and 
Wilfon  adds,  that  it  was  to  be  read  in  all  the  churches  of  Eng¬ 
land;  but  that  archbifhop  Abbot ,  being  at  Croydon,  flatly  * 
forbid  its  being  read  there.  It  was  certainly  an  imprudent 
projeft,  as  well  as  a  grief  to  all  fober  proteftants;  and  had 
the  king  infilled  upon  its  being  read  throughout  all  the 
churches  at  this  time,  I  am  apt  to  think  it  would  have  pro¬ 
duced  the  fame  convulfions  as  it  did  about  fifteen  years 
afterwards. 

It  is  hard  to  account  for  the  diftin&ion  between  lawful 
and  unlawful  fports  on  the  Lord’s-day:  if  any  fports  are 
lawful,  why  not  all?  What  reafon  can  be  given  why  morrice - 
dances ,  revels ,  may-games ,  whitf on-ales.,  wakes ,  &c.  fhould  be 
more  lawful  than  interludes,  bull-baiting,  or  bowls.  It  can¬ 
not  arife  from  their  moral  nature;  for  the  former  have  as 
great  a  tendency  to  promote  vice,  as  the  latter.  But  the 
exceptions  to  the  benefit  of  this  declaration  are  more  extra¬ 
ordinary:  Could  his  majefty  think  that  the  puritans,  who 
were  prefent  at  part  of  divine  fervice,  though  not  at  the 
whole;  or  that  thofe  who  went  to  other  parifh  churches  for 
their  better  edification,  would  lay  hold  of  the  liberty  of  his 
declaration,  when  he  knew  they  believed  the  morality  of 
the  fourth  commandment,  and  that  no  ordinance  of  man 
could  make  void  the  law  of  God?  Further,  his  majefty  de¬ 
bars  recufants  [/.  e.  papifts]  from  this  liberty,  which  their 
religion  had  always  indulged  them  ;  but  thefe  are  now  to  be 
reftrained.  The  papift  is  to  turn  puritan ,  with  regard  to 
the  fabbath,  being  forbid  the  ule  of  lawful  recreations  on 
the  Lord's-day;  and  proteftants  are  to  dance  and  revel, 

I  2  and 


•«* 


ii  6 


THE  HISTORY 


CHAP.  II. 


and  go  to  tueir  may-games  on  that  i'acred  day,  to  preferve 

them  from  popery.  This  fubject  will  return  again  in  the 
next  reign.  ,  .  .  ■ .  .  . , 

1  his  year  and  the  next  proved  fatal  to  the  proteftant  in- 
tereft  in  Germany,  by  the  lofs  of  the  Palatinate  into  the 
hands  of  the  papifts,  and  the  ruin  of  the  elector  Frederick  V. 
king  of  Bohemia,  who  had  married  the  king’s  only  daughter. 
This  being  a  remarkable  period,  relating  to  the  anceftors  of 
his  prefent  majefty  king  George  II.  it  will  be  no  ufelefs  di- 
greffion  to  place  it  in  a  proper  light.  The  kingdom  of  Bo¬ 
hemia  was  elective,  and  becaufe  their  king  did  not  always 
refide  witli  them,  a  certain  number  of  perlons  were  chofen 
by  th ejlates,  called  defenders,  to  fee  the  laws  put  in  exe¬ 
cution.  There  were  two  religions  eflablifhed  bylaw;*  one 
was  called  fub-una ,  the  other  fub-utraqae;  the  profeffors  of 
the  former  were  Roman  catholicks,  and  communicated  un¬ 
der  orv  kind;  of  the  latter  Hujj'ites,  and  fince  the  reforma¬ 
tion  protejl'ants ,  who  communicated  under  both  kinds.  The 
emperor  Sigifmund,  in  order  to  fecure  his  election  to  this 
kingdom,  granted  the  HuJJites  an  edict  in  the  year  1435, 
whereby  it  was  decreed  that  there  fhould  be  no  magillrateor 
freeman  of  the  city  of  Prague,  but  what  was  of  their  reli¬ 
gion.  This  was  religionfly  obferved  till  the  year  1570, 
when,  by  order  of  the  emperor  Maximilian,  a  catholick  was 
made  a  citizen  of  Prague,  after  which  time,  the  edift  was 
frequently  broken,  till  at  length  the  jefuits  erected  a  (lately 
college,  and  put  the  papifls  on  a  level  with  the  proteftants.f 
Matthias,  the  prefent  emperor,  having  adopted  his  couftn 
Ferdinand  of  Auftria,  had  a  mind  to  get  him  the  crown  of 


*  Thefe  are  the  words  of  Rapin;  but  biftiop  Warburton  fays,  “  this  is 
a  miffake.  Thefe  were  not  two  religions,  but  one  only ,  adminiftering  a 
“  Angle  rite  differently.”  This  remark  would  be  accurate,  if  the  diffe¬ 
rence  between  the  two  parties  had  lain  only  in  this  point:  but  this  could 
not  be  the  cafe  between  the  Catholics  and  Huffites ;  the  difference  between 
whom  extended  to  maay  effential  heads,  though  they  were,  with  refpedl  to 
this  matter,  denominated  from  one  fingle  point.  But  the  bifhop  afferts,  that 
the  fancy  of  two  eflablifhed  religions  in  one  ffate  is  an  abfnrdity .”  But 
abfurdities  may  exift,  and  this  uery  abfurdity  exifts ,  and  did  exiff  at  the 
time  his  lord/hip  wrote,  in  Great-Britain:  in  one  part  of  which  epifcopacy 
is  the  cffabiffied  religion,  and  in  the  other  (Scotland)  prefbyterianifm.  Ed-, 

t  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  197,  folio  edit. 
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Bohemia;  for  which  purpofe  he  fummoned  an  affembly  of 
the  Hates,  without  fending  as  ufua),  to  the  proteftants  of 
Silefia,  Moravia,  and  the  upper  and  lower  Alfatia;  thefe 
therefore  not  attending  (according  to  the  emperor’s  wifli) 
made  the  catholicks  a  majority,  who  declared  Ferdinand  pre- 
fumptive  fucceffor  to  Matthias ;  after  which  he  was  crowned 
at  Prague,  and  refided  at  Gratz.  The  defenders  taking 
notice  of  this  breach  of  their  conftitution,  and  perceiving 
the  defign  of  the  Imperial  court  to  extirpate  the  proteffant 
religion,  fummoned  an  affembly  of  all  the  Hates,  and  among 
others,  thofe  of  Silefia,  Moravia,  and  Alfatia,  who  drew  up 
a  petition  to  the  emperor,  to  demand  the  execution  of  the 
laws,  and  a  reafonable  fatisfa&iqn  for  the  injuries  they  had 
received;  after  which  they  adjourned  themfelves  to  the 
Monday  after  Rogation  week  1 6 1 8.  The  emperor,  inftead 
of  granting  their  requdls,  ordered  his  lieutenant  to  hinder 
the  reaffembling  of  the  Hates,  as  being  called  without  his 
licence;  but  the  Hates  affembled  according  to  the  adjourn¬ 
ment,  and  being  informed  of  the  force,  that  was  defigned 
againfl  them,  went  in  a  body  to  the  chancery ,  and  having 
feized  the  emperor’s  chief  juflice,  the  fecretary  and  another 
of  his  council,  they  threw  them  out  of  the  caHle  window, 
and  then  drove  the  jefuits  out  of  the  city.  In  order  to  juflify 
their  proceedings,  they  publifhed  to  the  world  an  apology, 
and  having  figned  a  confederacy,  to  Hand  by  one  another 
againff  all  oppofers,  they  chofc  twenty-four  protedors ,  em¬ 
powering  them  to  raife  forces,  and  levy  fuch  taxes,  as  they 
fliould  find  nc cellar y. 

r  In- this  fituat ion  of  affairs,  the  emperor,  who  was  alfo 
king  of  Bohemia,  died,  and  on  the  i8th  of  AuguH  1619, 
Ferdinand  w7as  chofen  his  fucceffor  in  the  empire,  but  the 
Bohemians  not  only  difowned  him  for  their  king,  but  de¬ 
clared  the  throne  vacant,  and  on  Sept.  chofe  Frederick 
debtor  palatine ,  king  James' s  fon-in-law,  for  their  fovereign. 
Deputies  wrere  immediately  fent  to  acquaint  him  with  the 
choice,  and  pray  him  to  repair  immediately  to  Prague. 
Frederick  difpatched  an  exprefs  to  England,  "to  defire  the 
advice  of  his  father-in-law;  bin  the  affair  not  admitting  of 
fo  long  delay,  he  accepted  of  the  kingdom,  and  was  crowned 
at  Prague,  November  4. 
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All  the  proteftant  ele&ors  rejoiced  at  this  providence,  and 
gave  him  the  title  of  king  of  Bohemia;  as  did  mod  of  the 
proteftant  powers  of  Europe,  except  the  king  of  England. 
It  was  acceptable  news  to  the  Englifh  puritans,  to  hear  of  a 
proteftant  prince  in  Bohemia;  and  they  earneftly  defired  his 
majefty  to  fupport  him,  as  appears  by  archbifhop  Abbot' s 
letter,  who  was  known  to  fpeak  the  fenfe  of  that  whole 
party.  This  prelate  being  afked  his  opinion  as  a  privy 
counfellor,  while  he  was  confined  to  his  bed  with  the  gout, 
wrote  the  following  letter  to  the  fecretary  of  ftate.  “  That 
44  it  was  his  opinion,  that  the  eleftor  fhould  accept  the 
64  crown;  that  England  fhould  fupport  him  openly;  and 
44  that  as  foon  as  news  of  his  coronation  fhould  arrive,  the 
bells  fhould  be  rung,  guns  fired,  and  bonfires  made,  to  let 
iC  ail  Europe  fee  that  the  king  was  determined  to  counte- 
nance  him.”*  The  archbifhop  adds,  u  It  is  a  great  ho¬ 
nour  to  our  king,  to  have  fuch  a  foil  made  a  king;  me- 
thinks  I  forefee  in  this  the  work  of  God,  that  by  degrees 
the  kings  of  the  earth  fhall  leave  the  whore  to  defolation. 
Our  ftriking  in  will  comfort  the  Bohemians,  and  bring 
4<  in  the  Dutch  and  the  Dane,  and  Hungary  will  run  the 
4C  fame  fortune.  As  for  money  and  means,  let  us  truft  God 
and  the  parliament,  as  the  old  and  honourable  way  of 
£c  railing  money.  This  from  my  bed  (fays  the  brave  old 
“  prelate)  September  12 tli,  1619,  and  when  I  can  Hand  I 
will  do  better  fervice.” 

But  the  king  difliked  the  archbifhop’s  letter,  as  built  upon 
puritan  principles;  he  had  an  ill  opinion  of  elective  kingdoms , 
and  of  the  people’s  power  to  difpofe  of  crowns;  befides,  he 
was  afraid  of  difobliging  the  Roman  catholick  powers,  and 
in  particular  the  king  of  Spain,  a  near  relation  of  the  new 
emperor’s,  with  whom  he  was  in  treaty  for  a  wife  for  his 
fon  ;  fo  that  the  elector’s  envoy,  after  long  waiting,  was 
fent  back  with  an  admonition  to  his  foil-in-law  to  refufe  the 
crown ;  but  this  being  too  late,  he  took  it  into  his  head  to 
perfuade  him  to  refign  it,  and  flood  ftill,  offering  his  media¬ 
tion  and  fending  ambaffadors,  while  the  emperor  raifed  a 
powerful  army,  not  only  to  reduce  the  kingdom  of  Bohemia, 


*  Cabbala,  b.  i.  p.  12;  or  p.  18  of  the  edition  in  1663. 
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but  to  difpoflefs  the  elector  of  his  hereditary  dominions. 

Several  princes  of  Europe  gave  king  James  notice  of  the 
defign,  and  exhorted  him  to  fupport  the  proteftant  religion 
in  the  empire ;  but  his  majefty  was  deaf  to  all  advice,  and 
for  the  fake  of  a  Spaniih  wife  for  his  fon,  fullered  his  own 
daughter,  with  a  numerous  family  of  children,  to  be  fent  a 
begging,  and  the  balance  of  proteftant  power  to  be  loft  in 
the  empire;  for  the  next  fummer  the  emperor  and  his  allies 
having  conquered  the  Palatinate,  entered  Bohemia,  and  about 
the  middle  of  November  fought  the  decifive  battle  of 
Prague,  wherein  Frederick's  army  was  entirely  routed;  his 
hereditary  dominions,  which  had  been  the  faiuftuary  of  the 
proteftants  in  queen  Mary’s  reign,  were  given  to  the  duke 
of  Bavaria,  a  papift;  the  noble  library  of  Heidelburgh  was 
carried  off  to  the  Vatican  at  Rome,  and  the  elector  himfelf, 
with  his  wife  and  children,  forced  to  fly  into  Holland  in  a 
ftarving  condition. 

Had  the  king  of  England  had  any  remains  of  honour, 
courage,  or  efteem  for  the  proteftant  religion,  he  might  have 
preferved  it  in  the  Palatinate,  and  eftablilhed  it  in  Bohemia, 
by  which  the  balance  of  power  would  have  been  on  that 
fide;  but  this  cowardly  prince  would  not  draw  his  fword  for 
the  beft  caufe  in  the  world;  however,  this  noble  family  was 
the  care  of  divine  providence,  during  a  long  exile  of  twenty- 
eight  years;  after  which  they  were  reftored  to  their  domi¬ 
nions  by  the  treaty  of  Munfter,  1648,  and  declared  pre- 
fumptive  heirs  of  the  crown  of  Great-Britain,  in  the  laft  year 
of  king  William  III.  of  which  they  took  pofleflion  upon  the 
death  of  queen  Anne,  1714,10  the  inexprefiible  joy  of  the 
proteftant  diflenters,  and  of  all  who  loved  the  reformed  reli¬ 
gion,  and  the  liberties  of  their  country. 

Among  the  Brownists  in  Holland  we  have  mentioned 
the  reverend  Mr.  John  Robinfon ,  of  Leyden,  the  father  of 
the  independents,  whofe  numerous  congregations  being  on 
the  decline,  by  their  aged  members  dying  off,  and  their  chib 
dren  marrying  into  Dutch  families,  they  confulted  how  to 
preferve  their  church  and  religion;  and  at  length,  after  fe-  ~4 
vend  folemn  addrefles  to  heaven  for  direction,  the  younger 
part  of  the  congregation  refolved  to  remove  into  fome  part 
of  America,  under  the  prote&ion  of  the  king  of  England, 
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where  they  might  enjoy  the  liberty  of  their  conferences,  and 
no  capable  of  encouraging  their  friends  and  countrymen  to 
ionow  them.  :  Accordingly  they  fent  over,  agents  into  Eng¬ 
land,  who  having  obtained  a  patent  from  the  crown,  agreed 
with  feveral  merchants  to  become  adventurers  in  the  under¬ 
taking.:  Sev(eral:.<bf 'Mr.  Robinfons  congregation  fold  their 
eftates,  and  made  a  common  bank,  with  which  they  purchafed 
a  fmJl-  fliip  of  fixty  tons,  and  hired  another  of  one  hundred 
and  eighty.  I  he  agents  failed  into  Holland  with  their  own 
iliip,  to  take  ill  as  many  of  the  congregation  as  were  willing 
to  embark,  while  the  other  veffel  was  freighting  with  all  ne- 
•ediaries  for  the  new  plantation.  All  things  being  ready, 
bar.  Robinfon  obferved  a  day  of  failing  and  prayer  with  his 
congregation,  and  took  his  leave  of  the  adventurers  with 
the  following  truly  generous  and  chriilian  exhortation: 


6C  Brethren, 

“  WE  are  now  quickly  to  part  from  one  another,  and 
“  whether  I  may  ever  live  to  fee  your  faces  on  earth  any 
more,  the  God  of  heaven  only  knows;  but  whether  the 
“  Lord  has  appointed  that  or  no,  I  charge  you  before  God 
<c  and  his  bleifed  angels,  that  you  follow  me  no  farther  thah 
you  have  feen  me  follow  the  Lord  Jefus  Chrift. 

“  If  God  reveal  any  thing  to  you,  by  any  other  inflru- 
ment -of  his,  be  as  ready  to  receive  it  as  ever  you  were  to 
“  receive  any  truth  by  my  miniftry;  for  I  am  verily  per- 
“  funded,  the  Lord  has  more  truth  yet  to  break  forth  out 
cc  of  his  holy  word.  Lor  ray  part,  I  cannot  fufficiently  be- 
£C  wail  the  condition  of  the  reformed  churches,  who  are 
“  come  to  a  period  in  religion,*  and  will  go  at  prefent  no 


*  The  remarks  of  Acontius  are  pertinent  here.  <(  The  caufe,”  fays  he, 
<c  that  the  relicks  of  error  and  fliperftition  are  perpetuated  is,  that  as  often 
c<  as  there  is  any  reformation  of  religion,  either  in  do&rine  or  worfhip, 
“  men  think  that  every  thing  is  not  to  be  immediately  reformed  at  fir|h, 
€t  but  the  mod  didingmfhinfr  errors  only  are  to  be  done  away;  and  that 
rt  when  fome  time  has  intervened,  the  reformation  will  be  completed  with 
1  T  diTcuUy.  Bat  the  event  hath,  in  many  places,  fhown  that  it  is  more 
V  difficult  to  remove  the  relicks  of  falfe  worfhip  and  opinions,  than  it  was 
“  at  fird  to  fubvert  fundamental  errors.  Hence  it  is  better  to  correal  every 
*(  thing  at  once/’  fed  ex  eo  etiam  fieri  poted,  ut  maneant  errorum  atque 
fiipeHiitionu'm  reliquiae,  &c. 

Acontii  Stratagemetum  Satan  aq  libri 06I0.  ed.  1652,  p.  330.  Ed. 
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«  farther  than  the  inftruments  of  their  reformation.  The 
tt  Lutherans  cannot  be  drawn  to  go  beyond  wliat  Luther 
<c  faw;  whatever  part  of  his  will  our  God  has  revealed  to 
“  Calvin,  they  will  rather  die  than  embrace  it ;  and  the 
“  Cfllvinijls,  you  fee,  hick  fad  where  they  were  left  by  that 
«  great  man  of  God,  who  yet  faw  not  all  things. 

“  This  is  a  mifery  much  to  be  lamented,  for  though  they 
«  were  burning  and  (hilling  lights  in  their  times,  yet  they 
«  penetrated  not  into  the  whole  counfel  of  God,  but  were 
«  they  now  living,  would  be  as  willing  to  embrace  further 
“  light  as  that  which  they  fil'd  received.  1  befeech  you  re- 
«  member,  it  is  an  article  of  your  church  covenant,  that  you 
.  “  be  ready  to  receive  whatever  truth  fhall  be  made  known  to 

you  from  the  written  word  of  God.  Remember  that,  and 
“  every  other  article  of  your  facred  covenant.  But  I  mud 
“  herewithal  exhort  you  to  take  heed  what  you  receive  as 
“  truth,  examine  it,  confider  it,  and  compare  it  with  other 
“  fcriptures  of  truth,  before  you  receive  it;  for  it  is  not 
<■  poflible  the  chridian  world  (hould  come  fo  lately  out  of 
“  fuch  thick  antichridian  darknefs,  and  that  perfection  of 
“  knowledge  diould  break  forth  at  once. 

«  I  mud  alfo  advife  you  to  abandon,  avoid,  and  fiiake  off 
“  the  name  of  Brownists  ;  it  is  a  mere  nick-name,  and  a 
“  brand  for  the  making  religion,  and  the  profeffors  of  it 
“  odious  to  the  chridian  world.” 


On  July  i,  [1620]  the  adventurers  went  from  Leyden  to 
Delfthaven,  whither  Mr.  Robinfon  and  the  ancients  of  his 
congregation  accompanied  them;  they  continued  together 
all  night,  and  next  morning,  after  mutual  embraces,  Mr. 
Robinfon  kneeled  down  on  the  fea-fiiore,  and  with  a  fervent 
prayer  committed  them  to  the  proteftion  and  blelhng  of 
heaven.  The  adventurers  were  about  one  hundred  and 
twenty,  who,  having  joined  their  other  drip,  failed  for  New- 
England,  Augud  5,  but  one  of  their  veffels  proving  leaky 
they  left  it,  and  embarked  in  one  veffel,  which  arrived  at 
Cape  Cod,  November  9th,  1620.  Sad  was  the  condition 
of  thefe  poor  men,  who  had  the  winter  before  them,  and  no 
accommodations  at  land  for  their  entertainment;  mod  of 
them  were  in  a  weak  and  fickly  condition  with  the  voyage, 
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but  there  was  no  remedy;  they  therefore  manned  their  loner 
boat,  and  having  coafted  the  fhore,  at  length  found  a  tole- 
rable  harbour  where  they  landed  their  effects,  and  on  the 
25th  of  December  began  to  build  a  ftorehoufe,  and  fome 
Imall  cottages  to  preferve  them  from  the  weather.  Their 
company  was  divided  into  nineteen  families,  each  family 
having  an  allotment  of  land  for  lodging  and  gardens,  in  pro¬ 
portion  to  the  number  of  perfons  of  which  it  confided ;  and 
to  pi  event  difputes,  the  fituation  of  each  family  was  decided 
by  lot.  They  agreed  likewife  upon  fome  laws  for  their  civil 
and  military  government,  and  having  chofen  a  governor, 

they  called  the  place  of  their  fettlement  by  the  name  of 
New  Plymouth. 

Inexpreflible  were  the  hardfhips  thefe  new  planters  under, 
went  the  firft  winter;  .a  fad  mortality  raged  among  them, 
occafioned  by  the  fatigues  of  their  late  voyage,  by  the  feve- 
nty  of  kthe  weather,  and  their  want  of  neceffaries.  The 
country  was  full  of  woods  and  thickets;  their  poor  cottages 
'could  not  keep  them  warm;  they  had  no  phyfician,  or  whole- 
fome  food,  fo  that  within  two  or  three  months  half  their 
company  was  dead,  and  of  them  who  remained  alive,  which 
were  about  fifty,  not  above  fix  or  feven  at  a  time  were  ca¬ 
pable  of  helping  the  reft;  but  as  the  fpring  came  on  they 
recovered,  and  having  received  fome  frefti  fupplies  from  their 
friends  in  England,  they  maintained  their  ftation,  and  laid 
the  foundation  of  one  of  the  nobleft  fettlements  in  America, 
which  from  that  time  has  proved  an  afylum  for  the  pro- 
teftant  non-conformifts  under  all  their  oppreflions. 

To  return  to  England;  though  the  king  had  fo  lately  ex- 
prefled  a  zeal  for  the  doctrines  of  Calvin  at  the  fynod  of 
Port,  it  now  appeared  that  he  had  fhaken  them  off,  by  his 
advancing  the  moft  zealous  Arminians ,  as  Buckeridge ,  Neile , 
Harfnet ,  and  Laud ,  to  fome  of  the  beft  bifhopricks  in  the 
kingdom.  Thefe  divines,  apprehending  their  principles 
hardly  confident  with  the  thirty-nine  articles,  fell  in  with  the 
prerogative,  and  covered  themfelves  under  the  wing  of  his 
majeftyks  pretenfions  to  unlimited  power,  which  gave  rife  to 
a  new  diftin&ion  at  court  between  church  and  state 
puritans.  All  were  puritans  with  king  James ,  who  flood 
by  the  laws  of  >  the  land  in  oppofition  to  his  arbitrary  go¬ 
vernment. 
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vernment,  though  otherwife  never  fo  good  church-men  * 
thtfe  were  puritans  in  the  Jlate ,  as  thofe  who  fcrupled  the 
ceremonies,  and  efpoufed  the  doctrines  of  Calvin ,  were  in 
the  church.  The  church  puritans  were  comparatively  lew, 
but  being  joined  by  thofe  who  flood  by  the  conflitution, 
they  became  the  majority  of  the  nation.  1  o  balance  thefe, 
the  king  protected  and  countenanced  the  Arminians  and 
Papifts,  who  joined  heartily  with  the  prerogative,  and  be¬ 
came  a  date  faction  againft  the  old  Englifh  conflitution.  I  he 
parties  being  thus  formed  grew  up  into  a  hatred  of  each 
other.  All  uTho  oppofed  the  king’s  arbitrary  meafures  wtr c 
called  at  court  by  the  name  of  Puritans;  and  thofe  that 
flood  by  the  crown  in  oppofition  to  the  parliament,  went  by 
the  names  of  Papifts  and  Arminians.  Thefe  were  the  feeds 
of  thofe  factions,  which  occafioned  all  the  diflurbances  in  the 

following  reign.  . 

The  Palatinate  being  loft,  and  the  king  s  fon-in-law  and 
daughter  forced  to  take  fanctuary  in  Holland,  the  whole 
world  murmured  at  his  majefty’s  indolence,  both  as  a  father 
and  a  proteftant;  thefe  murmurs  obliged  him  at  length  to 
have  recourfe  to  a  parliament,  from  whom  he  hoped  to 
fqueeze  a  liitle  money  to  fpend  upon  his  pleafuies;  at  the 
opening  of  the  feffion,  January  20,  1620-1,  his  majefty  toid 
them,  “  that  they  were  no  other  than  his  council,  to  give  him 
“  advice  as  to  what  he  fhould  afk.  It  is  the  king  (fays  he) 
“  that  makes  laws,  and  ye  are  to  advife  him  to  make  fuch 

“  as  will  be  beft  for  the  commonwealth  - With  regard 

to  his  tolerating  popery,  on  the  account  of  his  foil’s  match, 
he  profefles,  he  will  do  nothing  but  what  fhail  be  for  the 

“  good  of  religion.” - With  regard  to  the  Palatinate,  he 

fays,  “  if  he  cannot  get  it  reftored  by  fair  means,  his  crown, 
“  his  blood,  and  his  fon’s  blood,  fhail  be  fpent  for  its  reco- 
“  very.”  He  therefore  commands  them  not  to  hunt  after 
grievances,  but  to  be  quick  and  fpeedy  in  giving  him  money. 
Though  the  parliament  did  not  credit  the  king’s  ipeech,  yet 
the  occafion  was  fo  reafonable,  that  the  commons  immediately 
voted  him  two  entire  fubfidies,  and  the  clergy  three;  but 
finding  his  majefty  awed  by  the  Spaniard,  and  making  no 
preparation  for  war,  they  began  to  enquire  into  grievances , 
upon  which  the  king  adjourned  the  houfes;  (a  power  not 

claimed 


124 


the  history 


CHAP.  II. 

claimed  by  any  of  his  predeceffors;)  but-  upon  the  day  of 
adjournment  the  commons  drew  up  a  declaration,  wherein 
they  lay,  “  that  being  touched  with  a  true  fenfe  and  fel- 
t.  Jow-feelmg  of  the  bufferings  of  the  king’s  children,  and 
..  f*/'™  profeffors  of  the  fame  chriftian  religion  pro- 
«  ,  CC*  '^,t  ler  churcfl  °f  England  in  foreign  parts,  as.  mem- 
bers  of  the  fame  body,  they  unanimoufly  declare,  that  they 
will  be  ready,  to  the  utmoft  of  their  power,  both  with 
•  their  lives  and  fortunes,  to  aftift  his  majefty,  fo  as  that  he 
m.iv  be  able  to  do  that  with  the  fword,  which  by  a  peace 
“  able  courfe  llrall  not  be  effected.”  . 

Epon  their  re-affembling  in  the  month  of  November 
finding  the  king  hill  amufed  by  the  Spanilh  match,  while  the 
proteftant  intereft  in  the  Palatinate  was  expiring,  the  com¬ 
mons  drew  up  a  large  remonftrance,  in  which  they  reprefent 
the  danger  of  the  proteftant  religion  from  the  growth  of 
popery;  from  the  open  refort  of  papifts  to  the  ambaffador’s 
chapels  ;  from  the  frequent  and  numerous  conventicles  both 
in  city  and  country;  from  the  interpofing  of  foreign  ambaf- 
fadors  in  their  favour ;  from  the  compounding  of  their  for- 
fenuies  for  fuch  fmall  fums  of  money  as  amounts  to  little  lefs 
than  a  toleration;  from  the  education  of  gentlemen’s  chil- 
cLen  in  popifh  feminaries,  and  the  licentious  printing  and 
publiftnng  popifh  books;  wherefore  they  pray  his  majefty 
to  take  his  fword  in  hand  for  the  recovery  of  the  Palatinate, 
to  put  the  laws  in  execution  again!!  papifts,  to  break  off  the 
Spanifti  match,  and  to  marry  his  fon  to  a  proteftant  princefs. 
fhe  king,  hearing  of  this  remonftrance,  fent  the  fpeaker  a 
letter  from  Newmarket  to  acquaint  the  houfe,  that  he  abfo- 
luieiy  fo>  out  their  meddling  with  any  thing  concerning  his  go- 
L  ~  : - -  nit  nt,  or  with  ns  son  s  match y  and  to  keep  tnem  m  awe, 
his  majefty  declared,  that  he  thinks  himfelf  at  liberty  to punijh 
any  man’s  mifdemeancrs  in  parliament ,  as  well  during  their 
fitting,  as  after ,  which  he  means  not  to  [pare  hereafter  upon 
occafion  of  any  man's  infolent  behaviour  in  the  houfe  *  In 
kniwer  to  this  letter,  the  commons  drew  up  a  petition  to 
prefen  t  with  their  remonftrance,  in  which  they  infill  upon  the 
jaws  of  their  country,  and  the  freedom  of  debates  in  parlia- 
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ment.  The  king  returned  them  a  long  anfwer,  which  con¬ 
cludes  with  denying  them,  what  they  call  their  ancient  and 
undoubted  right  and  inheritance .  The  commons,  in  debate 
upon  his  majefty’s  anfwer,  drew  up  a  protejlation  in  mainte¬ 
nance  of  their  claim,  and  caufed  it  to  be  entered  in  their 
journal  book .  Upon  this,  the  king,  being  come  to  London, 
declared  in  council  the  proteflation  to  be  null,  and  with 
great  indignation  tore  it  out  of  the  book  with  his  own  hand. 
A  few  days  after  he  diffolved  the  parliament,  and  iffued  a 
proclamation,  forbidding  his  fubjefts  to  talk  of  hate  affairs.* 
He  alfo  committed  the  leading  members  to  prifon,  as  Sir 
Edward  Coke ,  Sir  Robert  Philips ,  Mr.  Selden ,  Mr.  Pym9 
and  Mr.  Mallery ;  others  were  lent  into  Ireland,  and  the 
earls  of  Oxford  and  Southampton  were  confined  in  the  Tower,  j* 

The  king  having  parted  with  his  parliament,  was  at  li¬ 
berty  to  gratify  the  Spaniards,  by  indulging  the  papifts;  for 
this  purpofe  the  lord-keeper  Williams ,  by  his  Majefty’s 
command,  wrote  to  all  the  judges,  46  that  in  their  feveral 
44  circuits  they  difcharge  all  prifoners  for  church  recufancy ; 
44  or  for  refufmg  the  oath  of  fupremacy;  or  for  difperfing 
44  popifli  books;  or  hearing  or  faying  mafs ;  or  for  any 
44  other  point  of  recufancy  that  concerned  religion  only.”  J 
Accordingly  the  jefuits  and  popifli  recufants  of  all  forts  were 
enlarged,  to  the  number  (fays  Mr.  Prynne )  of  four  thou- 
fand;§  all  profecutions  were  flayed,  and  the  penal  laws 
fufpended.  Upon  this,  great  numbers  of  jefuits,  and  other 
miflionaries, flocked  intoEngland;  mafs  was  celebrated  openly 
in  the  countries ;  and  in  London  their  private  affemblies 
were  fo  crouded,  that  at  a  meeting  in  Blackfriars  [Nov. 

*  Wilfon,  p.  190,  191  ;  Rapin,  vol.  ii.p.  212,  and  note  4,  fob  edit. 

f  According  to  7 indal>  as  obferves  Dr.  Grey ,  the  Earl  of  Southampton 
was  committed  to  the  Dean  ofWeftminfter.  Ed. 

%  Fuller,  b.  x,  p.  101. 

§  Dr.  Grey  quotes  nere  the  authority  of  Fuller  againd  Prynne’s  account, 
who  fays,  that,  according  to  John  Gee's  perfe#  lid, "all  the  jefuits  in  Eng¬ 
land  did  not  amount  to  more  than  two  hundred  and  twonty-five.  But 
Prynne  s  account,  which  Mr.  Neal  adopts,  is  on  the  other  hand  confirmed 
by  Tindal,  who  informs  us,  on  the  tedimony  of  Wilfon ,  that  Gondemir  ufed 
to  boad  that  four  thoufand  recufants  had  been  relcaied  through  his  lnicrcef- 
fion.  Rapin’ s  Hiftory,  vof  ii.  p.  2 1 5,  note  7.  Em 
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5,  1622,  N.  5.]  the  floor  funk  under  them,  and  killed  the 
preacher  and  ninety-three  of  the  hearers. 

While  the  papifts  were  countenanced,  the  court  and  the 
new  bilhops  bore  hard  upon  the  puritans ,  filling  the  pulpits 
with  men  of  arbitrary  principles,  and  punifliing  thofe  who 
dared  to  preach  for  the  rights  of  the  iubjech  The  reve¬ 
rend  Mr.  Knight ,  of  Broadfgate-hall,  in  a  fermon  before  the 
univerfity  of  Oxford,  on  2  Kings  xix.  9,  advanced  this  pro- 
pdfition,  that  fubordinate  magijlraies  might  lawfully  make  ufe 
of  force ,  and  defend  themfelves ,  the  commonwealth ,  and  the  true 
religion  in  the  field ,  againft  the  chief  magijlrate ,  within  the 
cafes  and  conditions  following ,  1 .  When  , ‘the  chief  magijlrate 
turns  tyrant.  2.  When  he  forces  his  fubjecls  upon  blafphemy 
or  idolatry.  3.  When  any  intolerable  burdens  or  preffures  are 
laid  upon  them.  4.  Vi  hen  refinance  is  the  only  expedient  to 
fccure  their  lives ,  their  fortunes ,  and  the  liberty  of  their  con- 
f  iences.  The  court  being  informed  of  this  fermon,  fentfor 
the  preacher,  and  alked  him,  what  authority  he  had  for  his 
aflertion?  he  anfwered,  Par  ecus  on  Romans  xiiith  ;  but  that 
his  principal  authority  was  king  fames  himfelf,  who  was 
fending  alfiftance  to  the  Rochellers  againft  their  natural 
prince.  Upon  this  bold  anlwer,  Mr.  Knight  was  confined  in 
the  Gatehoufe;  Par  cells’  s  commentaries  were  burnt  at  Ox¬ 
ford  and  London;  his  aflertions  were  condemned  as  falfe  and 
feditious;  and  the  univerfity  of  Oxford  in  full  convocation 
pafled  a  dec  rec,  that  it  was  not  lawful  for  fubjecls  to  appear 
qjjenfvvely  in  arms  againft  their  king  on  the  fcore  of  religion ,  or 
cn  any  other  account ,  according  to  the  feripture.  How  this 
was  reconcileable  with  the  kino’s  affiftiim  the  French  hueue- 
nots,  I  mult  leave  with  the  reader.  But  to  bind  the  nation 
down  for  ever  in  principles  of  flavery,  all  graduates  of  the 
univerfity  of  Oxford  were  enjoined  to  fubferibe  the  above- 
mentioned  decree,  and  to  fwear,  that  they  would  always  con¬ 
tinue  of  the  fame  opinion .  Was  there  ever  fuch  an  unrea- 
fonable  oath?  for  a  man  to  fwear  he  will  always  be  of  the 
lame  mind!  Yet  fuch  was  the  feverity  of  the  times ! 

But  to  difirefs  the  puritans  more  effe&ually,  the  king  fent 
the  following  directions  to  the  archbifhop,  to  be  communi¬ 
cated  to  all  the  clergy  of  his  province,  dated  from  Windfor, 
Auguft  10,  1622. 


i.  “  That 
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1.  44  That  no  preacher,  under  a  bifliop  or  dean,  {hall 
44  make  a  fct  difcourfe,  or  fall  into  any  common  place  of  di- 
64  vinity  in  his  fermons,  not  comprehended  in  the  thirty-nine 
44  articles.* 

2.  44  That  no  parfon,  vicar,  curate,  or  le&urer,  {hall 
44  preach  any  fermon  hereafter,  on  Sundays  or  holydays  in 
44  the  afternoon,  but  expound  the  catechifm,  creed,  or  ten 
44  commandments ;f  and  that  thofe^be  mod  encouraged  who 
44  catechife  children  only. 

3.  44  That  no  preacher,  under  a  bifliop  or  dean,  prefume 
44  to  preach  in  any  popular  auditory  on  the  deep  points  of 
44  predomination ,  election ,  reprobation  ;  or  of  the  univcrfality  y 
44  efficacy ,  refifiibility ,  or  irre/Jiibility ,  of  God's  grace. 

4.  44  That  no  preacher  of  any  degree  foever,  fhallhence- 
44  forth  prefume  in  any  auditory  to  declare,  limit,  or  let 
44  bounds  to  the  prerogative ,  power ,  or  juri fdiclion  of  fore- 
44  reign  princes ,  or  meddle  with  matters  of  date. 

5.  44  That  no  preacher  fhall  life  railing  fpeeches  againd 
44  papifts  ox  puritans,  but  endeavour  to  free  the  do&rine  and 
44  dilcipline  of  the  church  in  a  grave  manner  from  the  afper- 
44  lions  of  both  adverfaries. 

6.  44  That  the  archbifhop  and  bidiops  be  more  wary  for 
44  the  future,  in  licenfmg  preachers;  and  that  all  lecturers 

throughout  the  kingdom  be  licenfed  in  the  court  of  facul¬ 
ties,  by  recommendation  from  the  bifliop  of  the  diocefe, 
with  a  fiat  from  the  archbifhop,  and  a  confirmation  under 
44  the  great  leal  of  England. 

44  Thofe  that  offended  againd  any  of  tliefe  injunctions  were 
to  be  fufpended  ab  officio  iff  beneficio  for  a  year  and  a  day, 
till  his  majefty  fhould  preferibe  Tome  further  punifhment 
44  with  advice  of  convocation.5’ 

Here  is  nothing  that  could  affeft  papifts  or  Arminians,  but 
almod  every  article  points  at  the  puritans.  The  king  had 
affifted  in  maintaining  thefe  do&rines  in  Holland,  but  will  not 
have  them  propagated  in  England.  The  thirty-nine  articles 

*  Or,  as  Di .  Qvey  would  add,  CL  fome  of  the  homilies  o!  the  church  of 
“  England. ”  Ed. 

o 

1  Or,  as  the  fame  writer  would  fubjoin,  “  the  Lord’s  Prayer,”  (funeral 

fennens  alone  excepted.)  Ed. 
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were  eftablifhed  by  law,  and  yet  none  under  a  bifhop  or  dean 
may  preach  on  the  feventeenth,  concerning  predeflination. 
I  he  minifters  of  God’s  word  may  not  limit  the  prerogative, 
but  they  ^  may  preach  concerning  its  unlimited  extent ;  and 
though  the  fecond  injunction  admits  of  their  expounding  the 
catechifm.  Fuller  fays,  “  the  bifhops  officials  were  fo  aftive, 
“  that  in  many  places  they  tied  up  preachers  in  the  afternoon 
“  to  the  very  letter  of  the  catechifm,  allowing  them  no  li- 
“  berty  to  expound  or  enlarge  upon  any  of  the  anfwers.”* 
The  puritans  had  fuffered  hitherto  only  for  the  negleCt  of 
ceremonies,  but  now  their  very  doClrine  is  an  offence.  From 
this  time,  all  Calvinijls  were  in  a  manner  excluded  from 
court  preferments.  The  way  to  rife  in  the  church,  was  to 
preach  up  the  abfolute  power  of  the  king,  to  declaim  againfl 
the  rigours  of  Cahinifm)  and  to  fpeak  favourably  of  popery. 
Thofe  who  fcrupled  this  wrere  neglected,  and  diftinguifhed 
by  the  name  of  doftrinal  puritans ;  but  it  was  the  glory  of 
this  people  that  they  flood  together,  like  a  wall,  againfl;  the 
arbitrary  proceedings  of  the  king,  both  in  church  and  flate. 

Archbifhop  Abbot  was  at  the  head  of  the  doftrinal  puri¬ 
tans  ;  and  often  advifed  the  king  to  return  to  the  old  parlia¬ 
mentary  way  of  raffing  money.  This  coft  him  his  interefl 
at  court;  and  an  accident  happened  this  year,  which  quite 
broke  his  fpirits,  and  made  him  retire  from  the  world.  Lord 
Zoucb  invited  his  grace  to  a  buck-hunting  in  Bramfhill-park 
in  Hampfhire;  and  while  the  keeper  was  running  among 
the  deer,  to  bring  them  to  a  fairer  mark,  the  archbifhop,  fit¬ 
ting  on  horfeback,  let  fly  a  barbed  arrow,  which  {hot  him 
under  the  arm-pit,  and  killed  him  upon  the  fpot.  His  grace 
was  fo  diftrdfed  in  mind  with  the  accident,  that  he  retired 
to  one  of  his  own  alms-houfes  at  Guildford;  and  though 
upon  examination  of  the  cafe,  it  was  judged  cafual  homicide, 
he  kept  that  day  as  a  faff  as  long  as  he  lived;  and  allowed 
the  keeper’s  widow  twenty  pounds  a  year  for  her  mainte¬ 
nance.  The  king  alfo.  being  moved  with  compaffion,  fent 
for  him  to  Lambeth,  and  gave  him  a  royal  pardon  and  dif- 
penfation  to  prevent  all  exceptions  to  his  epifcopal  chara&er; 
but  he  prudently  withdrew  from  the  council-board,  where 
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his  advice  had  been  little  regarded  before,  as  coining  from 
a  perfon  of  unfalhionable  principles. 

The  puritans  loft  an  eminent  practical  writer  and  preacher 
about  this  time,  Nicholas  By  field,  born  in  Warwickfliire,  and 
educated  in  Exeter-college,  Oxford.  After  four  years,  he 
left  the  univerfity,  and  went  for  Ireland ;  but  preaching  at 
Chefter,  the  inhabitants  gave  him  an  unanimous  invitation 
to  St.  Peter  s  church  in  that  city,  where  he  refided  feven 
years.  From  thence  he  removed  to  Ifleworth  in  Middlcfex, 
and  remained  there  till  his  death.  He  was  a  divine  of  a  pro¬ 
found  judgment,  a  ftrong  memory,  quick  invention,  and  un¬ 
wearied  induftry,  which  brought  the  ftone  upon  him,  which 
fent  him  to  his  grave,  in  the  forty-fifth  year  of  his  age.  His 
body  being  opened,  a  ftone  was  taken  out  of  his  bladder, 
that  weighed  thirty-three  ounces,  and  was  in  meafure  about 
the  edge,  fifteen  inches  and  a  half  ;  about  the  length  and 
breadth  thirteen  inches,  and  folid  like  a  flint ;  an  almoft  in¬ 
credible  relation!  But  I)r.  William  Gouge,  who  drew  Up  this 
account,  was  an  eye-witnefs  of  it,  with  many  others.  Mr. 
Byfield  was  a  Calvin, ifi,  a  non -con form; ft  to  the  ceremonies, 
and  a  Ariel:  obferver  of  the  fabbath.  He  published  feveraj 
books  in  his  life-time;  and  his  commentaries  upon  the  Co- 
loJJianS'  and  St.  Peter ,  publiflied  after  his  death,  {hew  him  to 
be  a  divine  of  great  piety,  capacity,  and  learning.* 

The  archbifliop  being  in  dilgrace,  the  council  Were  Unani¬ 
mous,  and  met  with  no  interruption  in  their  proceedings. 
The  puritans  retired  to  the  new  plantations  ill  America  and 
popery  came  in  like  an  armed  man.  This  was  occafioned 
partly  by  the  new  promotions  at  court,  but  chiefly  by  the 
Spanifh  match,  which  was  begun  about  the  year  1617 
and  drawn  out  to  a  length  of  feven  years,  till  the  Palatinate 
wms  loft,  and  the  proteftant  religion  in  a  manner  extirpated 
tnit  of  the  kingdom  of  Bohemia  and  other  parts  of  Germany! 
and  then  the  match  itfelr  was  broke  off. 

To  trace  this  affair  from  its  beginning,  becaufe  it  was  the 
fource  of  the  enffting  calamities  of  this  and  the  following 
reign.  Prince  Charles  being  arrived  at  the  ftate  of  manhood! 
the  king  had  thoughts  of  marrying  him,  but  could  find  no 


*  Wood’s  Athen.  Oxon,  vol.  i. 
\Ts> l.  II, 
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proteftant  princefs  of  an  equal  rank.  He  defpifed  the  princes 
of  Germany,  and  would  hear  of  nothing  beneath  a  king’s 
daughter.  This  put  him  upon  feeking  a  wife  for  him  out 
of  the  houfe  of  Auftria,  fworn  enemies  to  the  proteftant  re¬ 
ligion;  for  which  purpofe  he  entered  into  a  treaty  with 
Spain  for  the  Infanta .  Under  colour  of  this  match,  Gon - 
damar ,  theSpanifh  ambalfador,  made  the  king  do  whatever 
he  pleafed.  If  he  inclined  to  affift  his  fon-indaw  in  recover¬ 
ing  the  Palatinate,  he  was  told  he  muft  keep  fair  with  the 
houfe  of  Auftria,  or  the  match  was  at  end.  If  he  denied 
any  favours  to  the  papifts  at  home,  the  court  of  Rome,  and 
all  the  Roman  catholick  powers,  were  djfobliged,  and  then 
it  could  never  take  place.  To  obviate  thefe  and  other  ob¬ 
jections,  his  majefty  promifed,  upon  the  word  of  a  king,  that 
no  Romau  catholic  Ihould  be  proceeded  againft  capitally; 
and  though  he  could  not  at  prefent  repeal  the  pecuniary 
laws,  that  he  would  mitigate  them  to  the  fatisfa&ion  of  the 
catholick  king;  and  the  lengths  his  majefty  went  in  favour 
of  papifts  on  this  occafion,  will  appear  by  the  following  ar¬ 
ticles,  which  were  inferted  both  into  the  Spanifh  and  French 
treaty  which  afterwards  took  place. 

The  articles  of  the  intended  Spanifh  match  relating  to 
religion,  were  thefe: 

Art.  6.  44  The  Infanta  herfelf,  her  men  and  maid-fervants, 
44  her  children  and  defendants,  and  all  their  families,  of 
44  what  fort  foever,  ferving  her  highnefs,  may  freely  and 
44  publickly  profefs  themfelves  catholicks.* 

Art.  5,  7,  and  8.  44  Provide  a  church,  a  chapel,  and  an 

oratory  for  her  highnefs,  with  all  popifli  ornaments,  uten- 
44  fils  and  decorations. 

Art.  io,  ii,  and  12.  44  Allow  her  twenty-four  priefts 
44  and  affiftants,  and  over  them  a  bifhop,  with  full  authority 
44  and  fpiritual  jurifdiCHon. 

Art;  1 4.  44  Admits  the  infanta  and  her  fervants  to  pro- 
44  cure  from  Rome  difpenfations,  indulgences,  jubilees,  &c. 
u  and  all  graces,  as  fhall  feem  meet  to  them. 

Art.  17.  44  Provides,  that  the  laws  made  againft  Roman 
44  catholicks  in  England,  or  in  any  of  the  king’s  dominions, 

*  Rufhwortf  vol*  l  p.  86  ;  Rapin,  vol.  iu  3 17,  218,  folio  edit. 
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44  {hall  not  extend  to  the  children  of  this*  marriage;  nor  (hall 
44  they  lofe  their  fucceflion  to  the  crown,  although  they  be 
44  Roman  eatholicks. 

Art.  1 8,  and  21 .  44  Authorizes  the  Infanta  to  choofe 
cx  nurfes  for  her  children,  and  to  bring  them  up  in  her  reli- 

44  gion  till  they  are  ten  years  of  age.” - But  the  term  was 

afterwards  enlarged  to  twelve;  and  in  the  match  with 
France,  to  thirteen. 


King  Jcmes  fwore  to  the  obfervation  of  thefe  articles,  in 
the  prefence  of  the  two  Spanifli  ambafladors,  and  twenty-, 
four  privy-counfellors,  who  fet  their  hands  to  the  treaty. 
Befides  which,  his  majefty  and  prince  of  Wales  fwore  to  the 
four  following  private  ones,  (1.)  cc  That  no  laws  againft 
44  papifts  fhould  hereafter  be  put  in  execution.  (2.)  That 
4e  no  new  laws  {hall  be  made  againft  them;  but  that  there 
44  ihall  be  a  perpetual  toleration  of  the  Roman  catholick  re- 
44  ligion  in  private  houfes,  throughout  all  his  majefty’ s  domi- 
44  nions,  which  his  council  fhall  fwear  to.  (3.)  That  he 
44  will  never  perfuade  the  Infanta  to  change  her  religion. 
44  (4.)  That  he  will  ufe  all  his  authority  and  influence  to 
44  have  thefe  conditions  ratified  by  parliament,  that  fo  all 
44  penal  laws  againft  papifts  may  not  only  be  fufpended,  but 
44  legally  difannulled.” 

The  words  of  the  prince  of  Wales’s  oath  were  thefe :  44  I 

44  Charles ,  prince  of  Wales,  engage  myfelf- - -that  all  things 

44  contained  in  the  foregoing  articles,  which  concern  as  well 
44  the  fufpenfion  as  abrogation  of  all  laws  made  againft  Ro« 
44  man  eatholicks,  fhall  within  three  years  infallibly  take 
44  effect,  and  fooner  if  poflible ;  which  we  will  have  to  lie 
44  upon  our  confcience  and  royal  honour:  and  I  will  inter-. 
44  cede  with  my  father  that  the  ten  years  of  education  of  the 
44  children  that  Ihall  be  born  of  this  marriage,  which  the 
44  pope  of  Rome  defires  may  be  lengthened  to  twelve,  (hall 
44  be  prolonged  to  the  faid  term.  And  I  fwear,  that  if  the 
44  entire  power  of  difpofing  this  matter  be  devolved  upon 
44  me,  I  will  grant  and  approve  of  the  faid  term.*  Further- 
44  more,  as  oft  as  the  Infanta  fhall  defire  that  I  fliould  give 
44  ear  to  divines  and  others,  whom  her  highnefs  fliaft  be 


*  Rufhworth,  vbl.  i.  p.  89. 
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“  pleafed  to  employ  in  matters  of  the  Roman  catholick  re- 
c<  I  will  hearken  to  them  willingly,  without  all  diffi- 

“  culties,  and  laying  afide  all  excufes.” 

Under  thefe  advantages,  thepapilts  appeared  openly,  and 
behaved  with  an  offensive  infolence;  but  the  hearts  of  all 
true  proteftants  trembled  for  themfelves  and  their  pofterity. 
And  arclibilhop  Abbot,  though  under  a  cloud,  ventured  to 
write  to  the  king  upon  die  fubjecf;  befeeching  him  to  con- 
fider,  “  whether  by  die  toleration  which  his  majefty  propofes, 
“  he  is  not  fetting  up  tiiat  moll  damnable  and  heretical  doc- 

“  trine  of  the  church  of  Rome,  the  whore  of  Babylon?  How 

hateful  mult  this  be  to  God,  and  grievous  to  your  good 

Subjects,  fays  he,  that  your  majefty,  who  hath  learnedly 
“  written  againft  thefe  wicked  hereiies,  Should  now  Shew 
“  yourfelf  a  patron  of  thole  doctrines,  which  your  pen  has 
(i  told  the  world,  and  your  conlcience  tells  yourfelf,  are  fu- 

“  perftitious,  idolatrous,  and  deteftable. - Belides,  this  to- 

“  leration,  which  you  endeavour  to  fet  up  by  proclamation, 
ic  cannot  be  done  without  a  parliament,  unlcfs  your  majefty 
“  will  let  your  fubjefts  fee  that  you  will  take  a  liberty  to 
“  throw  down  the  laws  at  your  pleafure.  And  above  all,  1 
“  befeech  your  majefty  to  confider,  left  by  this  toleration 
{i  your  majefty  do  not  draw  upon  the  kingdom  in  general, 
“  and  on  yourfelf  in  particular,  God’s  heavy  wrath  and 
“  indignation.”* 

But  this  wife  king,  inftead  of  hearkening  to  the  remon- 
ftrances  of  his  proteftant  fubjeeis,  put  the  peace  of  his  king¬ 
dom,  and  the  whole  proteftant  religion,  into  the  hands  of 
the  Spaniard,  by  fending  his  ion  with  the  duke  of  Bucking¬ 
ham  to  Madrid,  to  fetch  home  the  Infanta;  a  piece  of  con¬ 
fidence  that  the  Solomon  of  the  age  ihould  not  have  been 
guilty  of.  When  the  prince  was  gone,  it  is  faid,  that  Archy, 
the  king’s  fool,  clapped  his  cap  upon  the  king’s  head.  The 
king  aikinghim  the  rcafon,  he  anfwered,  becaife  he  had  'pent 
the  prince  into  Spain.  But, -Jays  his  majefty,  What  if  he 
Ihould  come  back  fafe?  Why  then,  lays  Archy,  1  will  take 
my  cap  off  from  yonr  head,  and  put  it  on  the  king  of  Spain’ 
The  Spaniards  gave  out,  that  the  defign  of  the  prince’s  jour- 

*  FuRer,  b.  x.  p,  106. 

f  Rapinj  voL  ii.  p,  226,  the  note,  folio  edit, 
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ney  was  to  reconcile  himfelf  to  the  church  of  Rome.  It  h 
certain  the  pope  wrote  to  the  bifhop  of  Cone  hen,  to  lay  hold 
of  this  opportunity  to  convert  him;*  and  directed  a  moft  per- 
fuafive  letter  to  the  prince  himfelf  to  the  fame  purpofe, 
dated  April  2o,  1623,  which  the  prince  anfwered  June  20th, 
in  a  very  obliging  manner,  giving  the  pope  the  title  of  most 
holy  father,  and  encouraging  him  to  expeft,  that  when 
he  came  to  the  crown  there  fhould  be  but  one  religion  in  his 
dominions,  feeing,  fays  he,  that  both  catholicks  and  protef- 
tants  believe  in  one  Jefus  Chrift.  He  was  ftrongly  folicited 
to  change  his  religion  by  feme  of  the  firft  quality,  and  by  the 
molt  learned  priefts  and  jefuits,  who  carelfed  his  highnefs 
with  fpeech.es,  dedicated  books  to  him,  invited  him  to°  their 
piocellions,  and  gave  him  a  view  of  their  moft  magnificent 
chuiches  and  1  cliques  $  b^  which  artifices,  though  he  was  not 
converted,  he  was  confirmed  in  his  resolution  of  attempting 
a  coalition  of  the  two  churches  ;f  for  the  attempting  of  which 

*  Wilfon,  p.  230;  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  221,  folio  edit. 

f  This,”  fays  bifhop  Warburton,  “  is  an  utter  calumny ;  a  coalition 
**  or  the  two  churches  was  never  in  the  king’s  thoughts ;  happy  for  him  if 
“  ne^er  kad  worfe ;  what  he  aimed  at  was  arbitrary  power.”  ft  is 
itrange,  how  his  lordfhip  could  give  his  pen  a  licence  to  pafs  this  unjuft 
cenfure  on  Mr.  Neal:  when  the  coiiduH  of  Charles  T.  furniflied  fo  many 
Foots  of  his  withes  and  endeavours  to  coalefce  with  the  church  of  Rome. 

is  etter  to  the  pope  from  Madrid;  the  articles  of  the  marriage  treaty  to 
which  he  folemnly  figned  and  fvvore;  and  the  private  articles  to  which  he 

.  0  7orey?re  "Jtn€fes  to  the  truth  of  Mr.  Neal's  afTertion.  If  he  had  not 
aimed  at  this,  why  did  hedifown  the  foreign  proteftants?  Why  did  he  re- 
.ram  the  prefs  with  refpeft  to  books  written  again  ft  popery,"  and  licenfe 
pu  ications  in  favour  of  it?  Why  was  popery  not  only  tolerated,  but  coun- 
tenanced  and  favoured  ?  See  the  fads  to  this  purpofe  fully  ftated  in  Towgood’s 

c  £5jyi.t0wards,a.tru.e  ^ea  Chara&cr  Charles  I.”  chap.  ix.  So 

far  did  he  carry  his  views  and  endeavours,  on  this  bufmefs.  Whitelocke  in- 

a  n  T  WaS  ?  a?itation  t0  fet  lIP  a  new  popifti  hierarchy. by 
b,ftopS1n  all  the  counties  in  England,  by  the  authority  of  the  pope'. 

Memorials,  p.  72.  And  the  jefuit  Franci/cus  a  Clara,  the  queen’s  chap, 
lain,  certainly  thought  that  things  were  in  a  train  for  fuch  a  coalition ;  for, 

“  one  of  hls  publications,  he  alTertcd,  “  that  if  any  fynod  were  held  non 
„  ,nJe.rmixtis  puritanis,  fetting  puritans  afide,  our  articles  and  their 
religion  would  foon  be  agreed.”  May’s  Hiftory  of  the  Parliament,  p.  7A . 

.  alfo  aims  to  controvert  this  palfage  of  Mr.  Neal,  and  with  this 

view  refers  us  to  Rujh-worth,  Frankland,  Backet,  and  Burnet ;  but  tile  quo- 

‘  Mr"  N  a/  ,|eS  l  thg  WfkerS  arC  n0t  to  the  P°int  5  Prove  only. 

V  ,  ^ea‘‘  .ubows,  that  Charles  was  not  converted  to  popery.  See  Dr. 
Grefs  Examination  of  Neal,  vol.  ii.  p.  7  u  Ed. 

K  3  liG 


*34  THE  HISTORY  CHAP,  If. 

*  '  '  *  ■  1 

he  afterwards  loft  both  his  crown  and  life.*  It  was  happy, 
after  all,  that  the  prince  got  fafe  out  of  the  Spanifti  terri¬ 
tories,  which,  as  Spanheim  obferves,  that  politick  court  would 
not  have  permitted,  had  they  not  confidered,  that  the  queen 
of  Bohemia ,  next  heir  to  the  crown ,  was  a  greater  enemy  to 
popery  than  her  brother .f  But  after  all,  when  this  memo¬ 
rable  treaty  of  marriagp  had  been  upon  the  earpet  feveil 
years,  and  wanted  nothing  but  celebration,  the  portion  be¬ 
ing  lettled,  the  pope’s  difpenfation  obtained,  the  marriage 
articles  fworn  to  on  both  ikies,  and  the  very  day  of  confurn- 
mation  by  proxy  appointed,  it  was  broke  off  by  the  influence 
of  the  duke  of  Buckingham  upon  the  prince,  who  ordered 
the  earl  of  Brill ol  not  to  deliver  the  proxy  till  the  time  li¬ 
mited  by  the  difpenfation  was  expired;  the  king  of  Spain, 
fulpefting  the  defign,  in  order  to  throw  all  the  blame  upon 
tlie  king  of  England,  iigned  a  promife  with  his  own  hand, 
and  delivered  it  to  the  ambaffador,  wherein  he  obliged  him- 
left  to  caule  the  Palatinate  to  be  reftored  to  the  elector  Pa* 
latine,  in  cale  the  marriage  took  effect;  but  his  highnefs 
was  immoveable, and  obliged  the  king  to  recal  his  ambaffador. 

Prom  this  time  the  prince  and  duke  feemed  to  turn  puri¬ 
tans,  the  latter  having  taken  Dr.  John  P  ref  on ,  one  of  their 
chief  minifters,  into  his  fervice,  to  confult  him  about  aliena¬ 
ting  the  dean  and  chapter  lands  to  the  purpofes  of  preaching. 
They  alfo  advifed  the  king  to  convene  a  parliament,  which 
his  majefty  did,  and  made  Inch  a  fpeech  to  them,  as  one  would 
think  impoflible'  to  come  from  the  fame  lips  with  the  former. 

I  affure  you,”  fays  he,  fpeaking  of  the  Spanifli  match, 

*  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  226,  vide  note,  folio  edit. 

-f-  Dr.  Grey  ccnfures  Mr.  Neal  for  not  quoting  Spanheim  fairly;  and  this 
writer,  as  Tyndal  and  IVeluoocd ,  from  whom  he  borrows  the  paffage,  repre- 
fent  his  words,  does  not,  it  is  true,  fay  that  the  queen  of  Bohemia  *was  q 
greater  enemy  to  popery  than  her  brother ;  but  only  refolves  the  conduct  of 
the  court  of  Spain  into  the  conlideration  of  her  and  her  children  being  next 
heirs  to  the  crown  of  England.  Mr.  Neal,  therefore,  is  to  be  underflood  as 
fuggefling  the  reafon ,  why  the  confideration  of  her  and  her  children  had  fa 
much  weight  with  the  court  of  Spain.  Few  who  reflect  on  the  firm  attach¬ 
ment  of  that  lady  to  the  proteflant  caufe,  will  fufpe£t  Mr.  Neal  of  miftaking 
the  caufe  of  the  Spanilh  policy.  It  would  have  been,  however,  more  accu¬ 
rate  in  him  to  have  quoted  at  large  the  words  of  Spanheim ;  and  then  to 
have  fubjoined  Ids  own  fugged  ion  as  explanatory  of  therm  JEn, 
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46  on  the  faith  of  a  chriftian  king,  that  it  is  res  Integra  pre- 
«  fented  unto  you,  and  that  1  ftand  not  bound,  nor  either 
66  way  engaged,  but  remain  free  to  follow  what  (hall  be  beffc 
“  advifed.”  His  majefty  adds,  44  I  can  truly  fay,  and  will 
“  avouch  it  before  the  feat  of  God  and  angels,  that  never 
u  king  govern  with  a  purer,  fincerer,  and  more  un corrupt 
44  heart' "than  I  have  done,  far  from  ill-will  and  meaning  of 

44  the  lead  error  and  imperfection  in  my  reign. - It  has 

44  been  talked  of  my  remiffnefs  in  maintenance  of  religion, 
44  and  fufpicion  of  a  toleration  [of  popery ;  *  j  but  as  God 
44  {hall  judge  me,  I  never  thought  nor  meant,  nor  ever  in 
44  word  expreffed  any  thing  that  favoured  of  it. — I  never  in 
44  all  my  treaties  agreed  to  any  thing  to  the  overthrow  and 
44  difannulling  of  thofe  laws,  but  had  in  all  a  chief  regard  to 
44  the  prefervation  of  that  truth  which  I  have  ever  profeffed.” 
The  reader  will  remember  how  this  agrees  with  the  marriage 
articles  above-mentioned,  to  which  the  king  had  fworn. 

But  the  parliament,  taking  things  as  the  king  had  repre- 
fented  them,  advifed  his  majefty  to  break  off  the  match,  and 
to  declare  war  for  the  recovery  of  the  Palatinate ;  and  at  the 
fame  time  petitioned  his  majefty,  that  all  jefuits  and  ieminary 
priefts  might  be  commanded  to  depart  the  realm;  that  the 
laws  might  be  put  in  execuion  againft  popifli  recufants;  that 
all  fuch  might  be  removed  from  court,  and  ten  miles  from 
London.-)-  To  which  the  king  made  this  remarkable  anfwer, 
which  muft  ftrike  the  reader  with  furprize  and  wonder, 

44 - What  religion  I  am  of  my  books  declare;  I  wifh  it 

44  may  be  written  in  marble,  and  remain  to  pofterity  as  a 
44  mark  upon  me,  when  I  (hall  fwerve  from  my  religion;  for 
44  he  that  diffembles  with  God  is  not  to  be  trufted  with  men. 

“ - 1  proteft  before  God,  that  my  heart  hath  bled  when 

44  I  have  heard  of  the  increafe  of  popery,  God  is  my  judge, 

44  it  hath  been  fuch  a  grief  to  me,  that  it  hath  been  as  thorns 

44  in  my  eyes  and  pricks  in  my  fides. - It  hath  been  my  de- 

44  fire  to  hinder  the  growth  of  popery ;  and  I  could  not  be  an 

44  honeft  man,  if  I  had  done  otherwife. - 1  will  order  the 

a  laws  to  be  put  in  execution  againft  popifli  recufants,  as 

*  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  227-28,  folio  edit, 
f  Ibid.  v.  ij.  p.  229,  230,  folio  edit.;  Rufhworth,  v.  .141  2,  3. 
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r/zr  r  J  . r,  .7  F“““IU1LUL  pit'cncea  nun  w’ltn  a  hit 
offifty-ffiyen  popilh  lords  and  knights  who  were  in  publick 

offices,  none  of  whom  were  difplaced,  while  the  puritan  mi, 

miters  were  driven  out  of  the  kingdom,  and  hardly  a  gentle. 

man  of  that  character  advanced  to  the  dignity  of  a  iuftice 
or  peace,  J 


.  T'ac  parHaraent  being  prorogued,  the  king,  inftead  of  go- 


n?  hefuly  int°  tlle  war>  or  marrying  his  fon  to  a  proteftant 
prtncefs,  entered  into  a  treaty  with  Louis  XIII.  king  of  France, 

for  h,s  filter  Henrietta  Maria*  Upon  this  occalion  the 
archbiffiop  of  Ambrun  was  fent  into  England,  who  told  the 
king,  the  belt  way  to  accompjiffi  the  match  for  his  fon,  was 
to  grant  a  full  toleration  to  catholicks,  The  king  replied, 
that  he  intended  to  grant  it,  and  was  willing  to  have  an  affem- 
bl}  or  divines  to  compromife  die  difference  between  pro- 
tenants  and  papilts,  and  promifed  to  fend  a  letter  to  the  pope 
to  bring  him  into  the  projeft,  In  this  letter,  fays  Monfieur 
Deageant  in  his  memoirs,  the  king  fliles  the  pope,  Chrill*s 
vicar,  and  head  of  the  church  univerfal ,  and  allures  him,  he 
would  declare  himfelf  a  catholick  as  foon  as  he  could  provide 
agamit  the  inconveniences  of  fuch  a  declaration;  but  whe- 
t  ier  this  was  fo  or  not,  it  is  certain  he  immediately  relaxed 
the  penal  laws  again!!  papills,  and  permitted  Ambrun  to  ad- 
minifter  confirmation  to  ten  thoufand  catholicks  at  the  door 
o  the  French  ambafiador  s  houfe,  in  the  prefence  of  a  great 
concourfe  of  people.  In  the  mean  time  the  treaty  of  mar¬ 
riage  went  fonvards,  and  was  at  laft  figned  Nov.  io,  1624, 
m  the  thirty-three  publick  articles,  and  three  fecret  ones, 
wherein  the  very  lame,  or  greater  advantages  were  flipulated 
for  the  catholicks  than  in  thofe  of  Madrid  ;f  but  before  the 
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difpenfation  from  the  pope  could  be  obtained,  his  majefty 
fell  fick  at  Theobalds  of  a  tertian  ague,  which  put  an  end 
to  his  life,  not  without  fufpicionof  poifon,  March  27,  1625, 
in  the  59th  year  of  his  age.* 

To  review  the  courfe  of  this  reign.  It  is  evident  that  both 
popery  and  puritanifm  encreafed  prodigioufly,  while  the 
friends  of  the  hierarchy  funk  into  contempt;  this  was  owing 
partly  to  the  fpiritual  promotions,  and  partly  to  the  arbitrary 
maxims  of  Rate  that  the  king  had  advanced.  In  promoting 
of  bifliops  the  king  difcovered  a  greater  regard  to  fuch  as 
would  yield  a  fervile  compliance  to  his  abfolute  commands, 
than  to  fuch  as  would  fill  their  fees  with  reputation,  and  be 
an  example  to  the  people  of  religion  and  virtue,  of  which 
number  were  bifhop  Neile,  Buckeridge ,  Harfnet ,f  Laud ,  &c# 
The  fafhionable  doftrines  at  court  were  fuch  as  the  king 
had  condemned  at  the  fynod  of  Dort,  and  which,  in  the  opi¬ 
nion  of  the  old  Englifh  clergy,  were  fubverfive  of  the  refor¬ 
mation.  The  new  bifliops  admitted  the  church  of  Rome  to 
be  a  true  church,  and  the  pope  the  firfl  bilhop  of  Chriften- 
dom.  They  declared  for  the  lawfulnefs  of  images  in 
churches;  for  the  real  prefence;  and  that  the  doftrine  of 
tranfubflantiation  was  a  fchool  nicety.  They  pleaded  for 
confeffion  to  a  pried;  for  facerdotal  abfolution,  and  the  pro¬ 
per  merit  of  good  works.  They  gave  up  the  morality  of  the 
fabbath,  and  the  five  diftinguifliing  points  of  Calvinifm,  for 
which  their  predecelfors  had  contended.  They  claimed  an 
uninterrupted  fucceffion  of  the  epifcopal  charafter  from  the 
apoftles  through  the  church  of  Rome,  which  obliged  them 
to  maintain  the  validity  of  her  ordinations,  when  they  denied 
the  validity  of  thofe  of  the  foreign  proteftants.  Further, 

*  Rapin,  p.  23  5 ;  Wei  wood’s  Memoirs,  6th  edit.  p.  35 ;  andDr.  Harris’s 
Life  of  James  I.  p.  237 — 24.2. 

t  This  prelate,  bifhop  Warburton  fays,  “  was  a  man  of  the  greater 

learning  and  parts  of  his  time.”  This  he  might  be,  and  vet  advanced 
siot  on  account  of  his  learning,  but  becaufe  his  courtly  difpofitions  recom¬ 
mended  him  to  the  royal  tafte.  fuller  fpeaks  of  him  as  a  zealous  afferter 
44  of  ceremonies,  ufing  to  complain  of  conformable  puritans.”  So 
that  the  juflnefs  of  his  claims  to  be  confidered  as  a  man  of  erudition  being 
admitted,  neither  the  candour  or  veracity  of  the  hiftorian,  for  clafling  him 
as  he  does,  is  impeached  by  it.  Learning  and  foundnefs  of  mind  are  by  no 
means  infeparabk.  Ed. 

they 
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they  began  to  imitate  the  church  of  Rome  in  her  mmdv  rp 

STS  f  the  **  *»*“  »f  **  ,hc 

c-ithAr''  thc'1  woiflup.^  nicy  complimented  the  Roman 

‘  “  kapl!eRs  Y'h  the,r  diSnitary  titles,  and  fpent  ail  their 

hudymg  how  to  compromife  matters  with  Rome 

t  ?  e  ")c>  tun;ed  their  backs  upon  the  old  proteftant  doc-’ 
tll!‘c\°;  toe  reformation,  and  were  remarkably  negligent  in 
pieacmng  or  uiffru<fhng  the  people  in  chriftian  knowledge 
i  hings  were  come  to  inch  a  pafs,  that  Gondamar  the  Sm  ! 

r,fh  mb/f,ad°r  wrote  to  Spam,  that  there  never  was  more 
hopes  of  Lng  and’s  conversion,  for  «  there  are  more  prayers 

rVflayS.  J‘: \na  t0. the  Mother  than  to  the  Son  [of  God.” *1 
Ihepneits  andje.uits  challenged  the  eftablifhed  clergy  to 
pnbnck  deputations;  the  duke  of  Buckingham’s  mother 

tween  V/;lpi:l’  a}c°nference,was  held  in  her  prefence  be- 
t\vcui  Fijoer  a  jefuit,  on  the  one  part,  and  Dr.  White 

W/hams,  and  Laud,  on  the  other.  Each  of  them  difputed 

h  th,  Jefuit  ;l  %  before  a  great  concourfe  of  people,  but 
not  to  the  countefs  s  converfion,  which  was  not  at  all  ftraime 

2™  rnbl-rr-"  Am0nfft  0ther  popift  books  that 
veic  published,  one  was  entitled,  A  new  Gar  for  the  old 

Go/peh,  which  Dr.  Montague ,  reftor  of  Stamford-Rivers 
anlwered  in  fuch  a  manner,  as  gave  great  offence  to  the  old 
c.eig^  yiciaing  up  all  the  points  abovementioned,  and  not 
only  declaring  for  Arminianifm,  but  making  dangerous  ad¬ 
vances  towards  popery  itfelf.  The  book  occafioning  a  great 
none  Mr.  H  ard  and  Tates ,  two  miniflers  at  Ipfwich,  made 
a  collection  of  the  popifh  and  Arminian  tenets  it  contained 

f  ■  ^ 

. *  1  hb  not  a  juft  or  accurate  reprefentation  of  the  words.  4s  Rapin 
relates  ,t;  Gonfamar,  perceiving  mold  addreffes  for  preferment  were  made 
y.n  coine  mother  ot  the  marquis  ot  Buckingham,  and  by  her  conveyed  to 
ner  fon,  who ;  could  deny  her  nothing,  among*  his  other  witty  pranks/wrote 
merriiy  m  his  uupatches  to  Spain,  that  „(v,r  was  there  more  hope  oJEng- 
I-.A MJ)  }  converjuv:  t0  Rome  than  now,  for  there  are  more  prayers  offered 
,eere  to  the  mot, see  loan  to  the  Jon.  The  words,  of  God,  as  bifhop  ’Warburton 

.“"Im  i  V  obferve,  ihould  be  erafcd.  Ft  was,  a  mere  joke  of  the  Spaniih 
arnbaffador,  fpeakmg  of  court  corruption  under  the  terms  of  religion  1  Mr 

V  not  ^ring  to  his  authority,  appears  to  quote  it  by  recolleXion’ 
and  indeed  to  have  mVhkcn  the  matter.  Bifliop  Warburton  is,  however' 
very  revere  iu  his  reflexions  on  him,  calling-  his  Ihteinent  of  it  “  a  vile 

"  perveriion  oi  farts  ”  The  reader  wil{  decide  on  his  tadflrip’s  candour 

lore.  jui,  r 
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in  order  to  lay  them  before  the  next  parliament;  but  the 
author  with  the  king’s  leave,  took  fhelter  under  the  royal 
wing,  and  prepared  for  the  prefs  his  Apello  Cefarem  or  a 
juft' appeal  from  two  unjuft  informers;  which  White,  bifhop 
of  Carlifle,  licenfed  in  thefe  words,  that  there  was  nothing 
contained  in  the  fame  but  what  was  agreeable  to  the  publick 
faith ,  dodrine ,  and  difcipline  ejlablijhed  in  the  church  of  Lug - 
land .  But  before  the  book  was  publifhed,  the  king  died. 

1  Thefe  advances  of  the  court  divines  tow  aids  popery,  made 
moft  of  the  people  fall  in  with  the  puritans,  who,  being 
conftant  preachers,  and  of  exemplary  lives,  wrought  them 
up  by  their  awakening  fermons  to  an  abhorrence  ofeveiy 
thing  that  looked  that  way.*  Many  of  the  nobility  and 
gentry  favoured  them.  Lady  Bowes,  afterwards  Lady  Darcy , 
gave  a  thoufand  pounds  per  annum,  to  maintain  preachers 
in  the  north,  where  there  were  none,  and  all  her  preachers 
were  filenced  non-conformills.  Almoft  all  the  famous  prac¬ 
tical  writers  of  this  reign,  except  bifhop  Andrews,  were 
puritans,  and  fufferers  for  non-conformity,  as  Dr.  Willett 
Mr.  Jen  Dyke ,  Dr  .Prefion,  Sibbs,  Byfield,  Bolton,  Hilderjham, 
Dod ,  Ball',  Whately,  and  others,  whofe  works  have  done 
great  fervice  to  religion.  The  character  of  thefe  divines  w  as 
the  reverfe  of  what  the  learned  Selden]  gives  of  the  clergy  J 


*  Roth  well,  p.  69,  annexed  to  his  General  Martyrology. 

|  In  Preface,  p.  1,  2d  edit.  1618. 

f  Bifhop  Warburton  feverely  cenfures  Mr.  Neal  for  applying  the  words 
of  Selden  as  if  fpoken  of  the  epif copal  clergy.  “  Here  (fays  he)  is  another 
“  of  the  hiflorian’s  aYts ;  Selden  fpeaks  of  the  puritan  clergy.”  Not  to  urge 
iu  reply,  that  Selden  can  be  underftood  as  fpeaking  of  thofe  clergy  only,  to 
whom  his  do&rine  of  tithes  would  be  offenfive,  who  could  not  be  the  pun- 
tan  clergy  ;  it  is  fortunate  for  our  author,  that  his  interpretation  of  Selden  s 
words  is  fan&ionedby  Heylin  5  who  reprefents  Selden  s  work  as  the  execu¬ 
tion  of  “  a  plot  fet  on  foot  to  fubvert  the  church,  in  the  undoing  of  the 
**  clergy.  The  author,”  he  adds,  “  was  highly  magnified,  the  book  held 
fc  unanswerable,  and  all  the  clergy  looked  on  but  as  pigmies  to  that  gieai 
«  Gohah .”  And  then  to  fhew,  that  the  reproach  cad  on  the  clergy  was 
not  well  founded,  he  appeals  to  the  anfwers  given  to  Selden  by  Nettles ,  fel¬ 
low  of  Queen ’s-college,  Cambridge,  Dr.  Montague ;  and  archdeacon  Tillejly . 
«  By  which,”  fays  Heylin ,  “  he  found  that  fome  of  the  ignorant  and  lazy 
i(  clerg v  were  of  as  retired  ftudies  as  him  fell;  and  could  not  only  match, 
sc  but  overmatch  him  too,  in  his  philology.*  If  Mr.  J\eal  mdiepiefented 
Selden,  fo  did  Heylin*  Heylin*  s  I  lift,  of  Prefb.  p.  391 .  Rn. 
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then,  u' h f  "ft  !*«  *“  >a»es 
«  Jv1(|  f  and  Mzrnefs;  and  adds,  “  That  thev 

-  M»?tXSgz5r.  mf,bm  *£  »3 

"  poflils  and  the  polvanthh  VfL  X'10  ^tther  than  the 
believe  Mr  Coke  th/nm-'t  '*  P()n  the  whole,  if  we  may 

flrenuth  and  was  h  S  ^  H  ^'“ed  fc  m„d, 

kingdom  put  togethen  "  °dler  parncs  111  thc 

jiift  chara&er  !°  James  Jt  is  hard  to  draw  his 

i h,ti. «,;<?,  E“sT'tn':b "at,c"d 

corpulent,  hut  iltXXXlXtXXSr’  7V7 
und  being  quilted,  teete  !o  ,l,iA  ' °s “i  a  ""““S’ 
countenance  was  homely  and  his  tono-ue  tn 

r*  ■/;’  tfd'1,' « 'pea' ivhhX: •’■i&e 

a  good  degree  oOeSngX  bufunon  tf a’  "'ft  aCquired 
Engl i fit  crown  he  threw  off  the  rrn/V  •  s  accdhon  to  the 

hnnfelt  up  to  luxury  and  cafe,  and  all  Linds  JliceSioulefe 

S'!  sr '  Hset  hr““s  x°;S 

a;!,  ’  fd  Yh?  he  came  t0  himfelf  would  weep  like  a 

ties  o' bin ^^i-kvahed  P0<J*ould  not  imP«e  his  inllrmi- 
C™L;  f  Valued  ,h,mfdf  UP°H  "‘hat  he  called  king- 

dihnithn  i  l  -d 

th  r  •  d,d  3  «rcat  or  generous  aftion  throudtou 

the  ,oinae  of  Ins  reign, +  but  proftituted  the  honour  of  the 


hii  ] t ’tirmn P" ,  *  Tit*  ..  , 

"  a  pedant;  and  made  him  more  fit  tn  ril£%l  l“at  ?t  a  P™«but 

V  to  fit  cm  the  throne  of  kin^s.”  He  was  on^  oftf  7  P“ •’liC  fchools  than 
as  tjiihop  Ski  filet  eyprefles  it  «  ‘ \  r v *  thofe  Prices,  “who,” 

i  nsTalxnftKf;  'rkf’' Th? 

*“  Vel'  t’1  "f  ^  ‘ho  very  bed  in  the  EngWh  an^aCf  Pr0aoanced 

Warner’s  liccleh  Hill.  v.^i.  p.  ^o8  Ed 


•/- 


Ibire/in  which' htf  ^unde^rdean^iTfl  *“  tl,c,c’lurch  ofRiP°n  in  York- 
froied  247l  per  Snnum  of  crown  lands  for  “! 

Connotes  ftom n„cr,  Wufon,  and  W,  nann^ SSSaf  mT£! 
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Englifli  nation  beyond  any  of  his  predeceffors.  He  flood 
(till  while  the  proteflant  religion  was  fuppreffed  in  France, 
in  Bohemia,  in  the  Palatinate,  and  other  parts  of  Germany. 
He  fur  rendered  up  the  cautionary  towns*  to  the  Dutch  for 
lels  than  a  fourth  part  of  the  value,  and  fuffered  them  to  dill 
poflefs  us  of  our  factories  in  the  Eafl-Indies.  At  home  he 
committed  the  direftion  of  all  affairs  in  church  and  hate  to 
two  or  three  favourites,  and  cared  not  what  they  did  if  they 
gave  him  no  trouble.  He  broke  through  all  the  laws  of  the 
land,  and  was  as  abfolute  a  tyrant  as  his  want  of  courage 
would  admit,  j  He  revived  the  projects  of  monopolies,  loans, 
benevolences,  &c.  to  fupply  his  exchequer ,  which  was  ex- 
haufted  by  his  profufenefs  towards  his  favourites,  and  laid 
the  foundation  of  all  the  calamities  of  his  foil’s  reign. 

Hty.  But  it  ought  to  be  confidered,  whether  a  liberality,  which  did  not,  aj 
Dr.  Warner  fays,  “  flow  from  reafon  or  judgment,  but  from  whim,  or  mere 
“  benignity  of  humours,”  deferved  fuch  praifes.  Befides,  Mr.  AW  evi¬ 
dently  refers  to  <£  luch  great  and  generous  adions,”  as  advance  the  intereft: 
and  profperitv  of  a  kingdom,  and  add  to  the  national  honour.  This  cannot 
be  faid  of  favours  beftowed  on  paraiites  and  jovial  companions ;  or  on  a  pro- 
viflon  made  that  a  few  clerical  gentlemen  may  loll  in  flails.  Ed. 

*  Thefe  were  the  Brill  and  Flufhing,  with  fome  other  places  of  lefs  note; 
and  Dr.  Grey ,  to  fereen  the  reputation  of  James  from  Mr.  Neal's  implied 
reflexion,  obferves,  that  the  Dutch  had  pawned  thefe  towns  to  queen  Eliza- 
beth  for  fums  of  money  which  (be  lent  them,  when  they  were  diflrefled  by 
the  Spaniards.  The  fum  borrowed  on  this  fecurity  was  eight  millions  of 
florins;  and  they  were  difeharged  for  2,728,000  florins,  though  18  years 
intereft  was  due.  In  equity  and  by  flipulation  the  Dutch  had  a  right,  on 
repaying  the  money,  to  reclaim  the  towns  they  had  mortgaged.  This  Dr. 
Grey  muft  be  underftood  as  inflnuating,  by  letting  up  the  fad  of  the  mort¬ 
gage  in  defence  of  James's  charader.  Yet,  in  all  juft  eftimation,  his  cha¬ 
rader  muft  ever  fuller  by  his  furrender  of  thefe  towns.  He  reftored  them 
without  an  equivalent,  and  without  the  advice  or  confent  of  parliament,  to 
raife  money  to  lavilh  on  his  favourites.  And  by  this  ftep  he  loft  the  depen- 
dance  thofe  provinces  before  had  on  the  Englilh  crown. 

See  this  matter  fully  ftated  in  Rap  in’s  Hiftory,  vol.  ii.  p.  i  22  and  191-2; 
and  by  Dr.  Harris  in  his  Life  of  J  ames  I.  p.  162 — 167.  Ed. 

t  In  his  book,  entitled  “  The  true  Law  of  Free  Monarchy,”  he  aft'erted, 
that  “  the  parliament  is  nothing  elfe  but  the  head-court  of  the  king  and 
“  his  v  a  da  is ;  that  the  laws  are  but  craved  by  his  iubjefts ;  and  that,  in  Ihort, 

* '  ^-c  ts  above  the  law.”  ri  his  is  a  proof  that  his  fpeculative  notions  of  re¬ 
gal  power  were,  as  Mr.  .Granger  expreffes  it,  “  as  abfolute  as  thofe  of 
“  an  eaftern  monarch.” 

Secret  Hiftory  of  Charles  II.  vol.  i,  Introd.  p.  20,  the  note.  F.d. 

Upon 
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Upon  the  whole,  though  he  was  flattered  by  hungry  cour- 
tieiS  as  the  Solomon  and  Phoenix  of  his  age,  he  was  in  the 
opinion  of  bifliop  Burnet ,  “  the  fcorn  of  the  age,  a  mere 

c  i  *  true  judgment,  courage  or  fleadinefs,  his 

reign  being  a  continued  courfe  of  mean  pra&ices.” 

It  is  hard  to  make  any  judgment  of  his  religion,  for  one 
while  he  was  a  puritan,  and  then  a  zealous  churchman ;  at 
hrlt  a  Calvinift  and  Preibyterian,  afterwards  a  Remonftrant 
tu-  Arminian,  and  at  laft  a  half,  if  not  an  entire  doctrinal 
papilt.  Sir  Ralph  Win-wood,  in  his  Memoirs, fays,  that  as  long- 
ago  as  the  year  1596,  he  lent  Mr.  Ogilby,  a  Scots  baron,  to 
Spain,  to  aflure  his  Catholick  majefty  he  was  then  ready  to 
turn  papift,  and  to  propofe  an  alliance  with  that  king  and  the 
pope  againrt  the  queen  of  England;  but  for  radons  of  flate 
the  affair  was  hulhed.  Rapin  fays,  he  was  neither  a  found 
proteflant,  nor  a  good  catholick,  but  had  formed  a  plan  of 
uniting  both  churches,  which  muft  effectually  have  ruined 
The  proteflant  interefl,  for  which  indeed  he  never  expreffed 
any  real  concern.  But  I  am  rather  of  opinion  that  all  his  re¬ 
ligion  was  his  boafted  king-craft.  He  was  certainly  the 
meaneft  prince  that  ever  flat  on  the  Britilh  throne:*  England 
never  funk  in  its  reputation,  nor  was  fo  much  expofed  to 
the  fcorn  and  ridicule  of  its  neighbours,  as  in  his  reign. 
How  willing  his  majefty  was  to  unite  with  the  papifts,  the 
foregoing  hifloiy  has  difcovered;  and  yet  in  the  prefence 
of  many  lords,  and  in  a  very  remarkable  manner,  he  made  a 
folemn  proteftation,  That  he  would  fpend  the  laft  drop  of 
blood  in  his  body  before  he  would  do  it;  and  prayed,  that  be¬ 
fore  any  of  his  ijfue  fhould  maintain  any  other  religion  than  his 
own  [the  proteflant]  that  God  would  take  them  out  of  the 


*  To  Mr.  Neal's  character  of^James,  Dr.  Grey  particularly  oppofes  that 
drawn  of  him  by  the  pen  of  Spoijkvood ,  who  was  preferred  by  him  to  the 
archbifhoprick  of (St.  Andrews.  “  In  this  Dr.  Harris ,”  fays  'Grey,  “  did 
not  quite  fo  right.  For  court  bifliops,  by  fome  fate  or  other,  from  tile 
c<  time  of  Conftantine,  down  at  lead  to  the  death  of  James,  and  a  little 
after,  have  had  the  chara&ers  of  flatterers,  panegy  rills,  and  others  of  like 
“  import;  and  therefore  are  always  to  have  great  abatements  made  in  the 
“  accounts  of  their  benefactors  ;  it  being  well  known  that  fuch  they  endea- 
e  vour  to  hand  down  to  poflerity  under  the  notion  of  faints,  as  they  always 
“  blacken  and  deface  their  adverfaries.” 

Life  of  James  I,  p.  246-7.  Ed. 

* world j 
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world.  How  far  this  Imprecation  took  place  on  himfelf  or 
any  of  liis  poftenty,  I  leave,  with  Mr.  archdeacon  Eu.chu^d , 
to  the  determination  of  an  omnifcient  Being.* 


*  4  A  supplement  to  the  Reign  of  James  I. 

IT  is  proper  to  add  here  fome  account  of  the  flare  of  a 
feft  of  diffidents,  who  have  been  mentioned  in  a  former  reign, 
but  appear  under  James  I.  to  have  gained  ground  and  in- 
clxafed,  and  to  have  affumed  more  of  a  fixed  and  regular 
form:  I  mean  the  baptists.  In  the  year  1608  there  was 
a  fmall  piece  publiflied,  by  Enoch  Clapham ,  rcprefepting,  in 
a  way  of  dialogue,  the  opinions  of  the  different  lefts  of  pro- 
teflants,  at  that  period.  He  fpeaks  of  fome  of  them  as  leav¬ 
ing  the  kingdom  to  form  churches  amongft  people  of  another 
language:  and  others,  who  remained  in  England,  he  ceil- 
lures  for  withdrawing  from  the  national  worflrip,  and  affern- 
bling  in  woods,  {tables,  and  barns  for  religious  fervice.  He 
particularly  diflinguiflies  from  Puritans  and  Brownills,  on  . 
the  one  hand,  and  from  Arians  and  Socinians,  on  the  other, 
thofe  whom  by  way  of  reproach  were  called  Anabaptifts; 
and  who  feparated  both  from  the  church  and  other  diife li¬ 
ters.  Whatever  may  be  thought  concerning  the  truth  and 
jultnefs  of  their  views  on  the  queftion  relative  to  baptifin, 
their  great  ferioufnefs  of  fpirit  and  diligence  in  enquiry,  muft 
be  praifed  by  all  candid  perfons.  They  arofe  out  of  thofe 
who,  being  tired  with  the  yoke  of  fuperflitious  ceremonies, 

♦  The  reader  will  be  pleafed  to  hear  the  fentiments  of  a  learned  foreigner; 
on  the  reign  and  character  of  king  James.  The  fame  bias  will  not  be  im¬ 
puted  to  him  as  to  Mr.  Neal.  “  In  the  year  1625  died  James  1.  the  bit- 
C£  tereft  enemy  of  the  do&rine  and  difeipline  of  the  Puritans,  to  wJiicli  he 
“  had  been  in  his  youth  moll  warmly  attached;  the,  moll  inflexibly  and. 
((  ardent  friend  of  the  Arminians,  in  whofe  ruin  and  condemnation  in  Hol- 
u  land  he  had  been  fingularlv  inftrumental ;  and  the  mod  zealous  defender 
tf  of  Epilcopal  government,  againd  which  he  had  more  than  once  evpreded 
(t  himfelf  in  the  dronged  terms.  He  left  the  conditution  of  England,  both 
ecclefiaftical  and  civil,  in  a  very  unfettled  and  fluctuating  date,  Lmguifh- 
£(  ing  under  intedine  diforders  of  various  kinds.” 

Mofheim’s  Eccledadical  Hiftory?  tranflated  by  Maclaine,  2d  edit.  voL 
iv.  p.  5 17-1S.  Ed, 
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the  traditions  of  men,  and  corrupt  mixtures  in  the  worth™  of 
God,  refolved  by  the  grace  of  God,  not  to  receive  or  prae. 
i  e  any  piece  of  pofmve  worfhip  which  had  not  precept  or 
example  m  his  word.  On  this  principle  they  purfued  their 
rdearches,  which  they  accompanied  with  Ming  and  prayer. 
When,  alter  long  fearch,  and  many  debates,  it  appeared 
to  them  that  infant  baptifm  was  a  mere  innovation  and  even 
a  profanation  ot  a  divine  ordinance,  they  were  not  brought 
to  lay  it  afide  without  many  fears  and  tremblings,  left  they 
lhould  be  miftaken,  confidering  how  many  learned  and  godly 
men  were  of  an  oppofite  perfuafion  ;  and  gladly  would  they 
have  had  the  concurrence  of  their  brethren  with  them. 

r.m-  i  t  rtT?  WaSo no  °f  this»  they  concluded  that  a 
chuftian  s  faith  muft  not  ftand  in  the  wifdom  of  man  and 

that  every  one  muft  give  account  of  himfelf  to  God;  fo  they 
refoived  to  pra&ife  according  to  their  own  convictions. 
They  were  p er  fuaded ,  that  believers  were  the  only  proper 
fubjects  of  baptifm,  and  that  immerfion  or  dipping  the  whole 
body  into  water  was  the  appointed  rite.  But  as  this  was 
not  praaifed  in  England,  they  were  at  a  lofs  for  an  admini- 
1  h  ator  to  begin  the  practice.  After  often  meeting  together 
to  pray,  and  confer  about  this  matter,  they  agreed  to  fend 
over  into  Holland  Mr.  Richard  Blount,  who  underftood  the 
Dutch  language,  to  a  baptift  church  there: 'he  was  kindly 
received  by  the  fociety  and  their  paftor;  and  upon  his  return 
he  baptized  Mr.  Samuel  Blacklock,  a  minifter;  thefe  two  bap. 
uzed  the  reft  of  the  company,  to  the  number  of  fiftv-three. 
Some  few  others  of  this  perfuafion  were  among  the  original 
planters  of  New-England.  They  who  continued  in  Eng- 
land,  pubhfhed,  in  the  year  161 5,  a  fmall  treatife  to  iuftify 
their  reparation  from  the  church  of  England;  and  to  prove 
that  every  man  has  a  right  to  judge  for  himfelf  in  matters  of 
religion;  and  that  to  perfecute  any  one  on  this  account  is 
illegal  and  antichriftian,  contrary  to  the  laws  of  God,  as  well 
as  feveral  declarations  of  his  majefty. 

In  the  yeai  1618,  another  vindication  of  their  principles 
came  from  the  prefs,  entitled,^  plain  and  well-grounded 
^readje  concerning  Baptifm.  It  was  a  tranflation  from  a 
Dutch  piece,  and  is  thought  to  be  the  firft  that  was  publilhed 
in  Engulh  againft  the  baptifm  of  infants.  But  the  vindica¬ 
tion 
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tion  of  their  principles  procured  them  no  fecuritsy  againft  the 
power  of  perfecution.  They  were  inveighed  againft  from 
the  pulpits,  and  harraffed  in  the  fpiritual  courts.  Their 
goods  were  fe'ized,  and  their  perfons  confined  by  long  and 
lingering  imprifonments,  under  which  many  of  them  died, 
leaving  widows  and  children,  ft  his  drew  from  them,  in 
1620,  during  the  fitting  o(  parliament,  an  humble  fupplica- 
tion  to  king  James ,  reprefenting  their  miferies,  avowing 
their  loyal  and  blamelefs  behaviour,  and  remonftrating  againft 
the  cruel  proceedings  under  which  they  fuifered,  as  unbe¬ 
coming  the  charity  and  goodnefs  of  the  chriftian  religion, 
tempting  men  to  hypocrify,  and  exhibiting  the  marks  or  an- 
tichrift,  and  humbly  befeeching  his  majefty,  the  nobles  and 
parliament,  to  confider  their  cafe,  and  according  to  the  di¬ 
rection  of  God’s  word,  to  let  the  wheat  and  tares  grow  to¬ 
gether  till  the  harveft.  Notwithftanding  the  odium  caft 
upon  them,  and  the  feverities  ufed  againft  them,  they  main¬ 
tained  their  feparate  meetings,  had  many  difciples,  and  fup- 
ported  an  exemplary  purity  of  character.* 

Another  matter  in  the  preceding  period,  into  which  it  may 
be  wiflied  that  Mr.  Neal  had  more  fully  entered,  is  the  Synod 
of  Dort.  A  (ketch  of  its  proceedings  would  have  affifted 
the  reader  to  form  his  own  judgment  concerning  the  equity 
and  impartiality  of  this  celebrated  council.  A  full  detail 
would,  indeed,  have  been  remote  from  the  general  fubjeft 
of  his  hiftory;  and  would,  now,  extend  thefe  fupplemental 
remarks  to  too  great  a  length.  A  few  particulars  may  ferve 
to  (hew  that  this  council  conducted  itfelf  as  others  have  done. 
The  fynod,  contrary  to  the  order  of  the  States-General, 
confided  of  a  great  majority  of  minifters  of  the  United  Pro¬ 
vinces,  fo  that  by  fuperiority  of  numbers  they  could  eafily 
carry  any  meafures  againft  the  votes  of  the  foreign  divines. 
The  fecretary  and  commifiioners  were  men  incompetent  in 
point  of  theological  knowledge,  and  prepolTefled  againft  the 
remonftrants.  And  a  man,  who  was  an  enemy  to  toleration, 
and  had  declared  that  hereticks  ought  to  be  put  to  death, 
was  elefted  moderator.  The  remonftrants  were  not  admitted 
to  a  free  debate,  but  were  cited,  like  criminals,  before  a  fynod 

*  See  Crofby’s  Hiftory  of  the  EnglUh  Baptifts,  vol.  i.  p.  S3 — 139. 
Vql.  II,  v  L  confiding 
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confiding  of  their  enemies;  who  deemed  it  beneath  their 
authority  to  realon,  and  affirmed  the  power  of  a  judge  to 
decree.  Their  language  was,  “that  they  thought  it  fitter 
“  to  g',ve  than  receive  laws;  that  the  remondrants  forgot 
“  themfelves  to  be  citati ,  (landing  before  God  and  their 
“  magidrates;  who  were  commanded  by  the  dates  to  obey 
“  the  decrees  of  the  fynod,  under  the  penalty,  if  they  re- 
“  ftifed,  of  expecting  both  civil  and  ecclefiadical  cenfure.” 
When  a  decree  of  the  fynod  having  been  read,  Epifcopius 
defired  a  copy  of  it,  the  prefident  refufed  it,  fiiying,  “  It  is 
“  only  that  you  may  find  fome  words  to  cavil  at,  and  there  - 
“  fore  he  dtould  have,  none;  it  was  fufficient  that  he  knew 
the  meaning  of  it.  1  he  conduct  of  the  moderator  was 
particularly  repugnant  to  candour,  and  inconfident  with  his 
office ;  for  he  always  interrupted  the  remondrants,  when 
he  thought  it  convenient,  or  commanded  them  to  be  filent, 
or  to  withdraw;  that  he  might  in  their  abfence  fay  what  he 
pleafed  without  fearing  to  be  convicted  of  partiality.  At 
one  time  the  remondrants  were  inveighed  againd  in  the  fer- 
mons  delivered  before  the  fynod;  at  other  times  they  were 
upbraided  in  its  feffions  as  audacious  and  infolent,  criminated 
for  lies  and  deceitful  fpeeches,  and  threatened  “  that  their 
“  pertinacity  diould  be  expofed  to  all  the  chridian  world.” 
During  one  whole  feffion  they  were  diut  up  in  a  room,  and 
fo  well  obferved,  that  none  of  their  friends  could  impart  to 
them  what  paffed  in  the  fynod.  The  doors  of  the  room, 
into  whicli  they  withdrew,  when  they  went  out  of  the  fynod 
were  generally  locked ;  and  door-keepers  placed  to  prevent 
their  converfmg  with  any  one,  as  if  they  had  been  guilty  of 
fome  capital  crime.  The  members  of  the  fynod  fometimes 
carried  their  jealoufy  fo  far,  that,  in  winter,  they  even  looked 
with  candles  under  the  tables  and  benches  to  fee  whether 
any  body  laid  concealed,  in  order  to  obferve  what  paffed  in 
the  fynod,  and  report  it  to  the  remondrants.  Mr.  Hales, 
fpeaking  of  it,  fays,  “  Our  fynod  goes  on  like  a  watch,  the 
“  main  wheels  upon  which  the  whole  bufinefs  turns,  are 
“  lead  in  fight;  for  all  things  of  moment  are  cond lifted  in 
“  private  feffions ;  what  is  done  publickly  is  only  for  drew 
“  and  entertainment.”  Several  foreign  divines  complained 
of  their  proceedings,  and  that  the  remondrants  were  con¬ 
futed 
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fated  in  their  abfence,  when  they  were  (till  in  town,  and  had 
offered  to  explain  their  doctrine,  if  they  fhould  be  allowed 
a  rational  liberty.  By  thefe  particulars,  the  reader  will  in- 
ffantly  perceive,  that  the  members  of  this  council,  likethofe 
of  all  others,  afted  both  as  judges  and  parties;  will  think 
that  Brandt  fpoke  in  mild  terms  of  it,  when  he  called  it 
“  one  of  the  moft  needlefs  and  infignificant  fynods  that  ever 
“  met;  a  fynod  called  only  to  pleafe  angry  divines:  and 
will  be  difpofed  to  enter  into  the  feelings  of  Martinius  of 
Bremen,  who  told  his  friends,  “  1  believe,  now,  what  St. 
“  Gregory  Nazianzen  fays,  ‘  that  he  had  never  feen  any 
«  council  which  had  a  happy  fuccefs,  but  rather  increafed 
‘  the  evil  inftead  of  removing  it.’  I  declare,  as  well  as  that 
“  father,  that  I  will  never  fet  my  foot  in  any  fynod  again. 
“  O  Dort!  Dort!  would  to  God,  that  I  had  never  feen 
“  thee.”* 

*  Brandt’s  Hiftory  of  the  Reformation  abridged,  vol.  ii.  p.  394 — 432. 
Hales’  Works,  printed  at  Glafgow,  1765,  vol.  ii.  Letters  from  theSynod 
of  Dort;  and  Harris’s  Life  of  James  I.  p.  124,  & c. 
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CHAP.  III. 

From  the  Death  of  King  James  I.  to  the  Diffolution  of  the 
third  Parliament  of  King  Charles  I.  in  the  Tear  1628. 

BEFORE  we  enter  upon  this  reign,  it  will  be  proper  to 
Like  a  fhort  view  of  the  court,  and  of  the  mod  aftive 
minifters  under  the  king  for  thefird  fifteen  years. 

King  Charles  I.  came  to  the  crown  at  the  age  of  twenty- 
five  years,  being  born  at  Dumferling  in  Scotland,  in  the  year 
1 6  00,  and  baptized  by  a  prefbyterian  minider  of  that  country. 
In  his  youth,  he  was  of  a  weakly  conftitution,  and  Hammer¬ 
ing  fpeech;  his  legs  were  fomewhat  crooked,  and  he  was 
fufpected  (fays  Mr.  Eaehard )  to  be  of  a  perverfe  nature. 
W  hen  his  father  [King  fames ]  came  to  the  Englifh  crown, 
he  took  him  from  his  Scots  tutors,  and  placed  him  under 
thofe  who  gave  him  an  early  averfion  to  that  kirk,  into 
which  he  had  been  baptized,*  and  to  thofe  doftrines  of  chrif- 
tianity  which  they  held  in  the  greated  veneration.  As  the 
court  of  King  fames  leaned  towards  poperyf  and  arbitrary 


*  The  expreffion  here,  whether  it  be  Mr.  Neal's  own,  or  that  of  any 
writer  of  the  times,  is  inaccurate,  improper,  and  proceeds  upon  a  wrong 
notion  of  the  defign  of  baptifm.  This  rite,  refting  folely  on  the  authority 
of  Chrift,  refers  not  to  the  peculiar  fentiments  of  the  church,  or  the  parti¬ 
cular  party  of  chriflians,  among!!  whom  a  perfon  may  happen  to  have  it 
adminiftered  to  him.  It  exprefieth  a  profeflion  of  chriftianity  only,  and 
refers  exclufively  to  the  authority  of  its  author,  adding  in  the  name  of  God 
the  Father,  and  having  his  miniftry  fealed  by  the  gifts  of  the  Holy  Spirit. 
The  notion  of  being  baptized  into  the  kirk  of  Scotland,  or  into  the  church 
of  England,  is  entirely  repugnant  to  the  reafonlng  of  Paulin  1  Cor.  i.  who, 
as  Dr.  Clarke  expreffes,  “  we  find  was  very  careful,  was  very  folicitous,  not 
“  to  give  any  occafion  to  have  it  thought,  that  there  was  any  fuch  thing  as 
ft  the  doftrine  of  Paul,  much  lefs  any  fuch  thing  as  the  doftrine  of  the  church 
l(  of  Corinth  or  Rome ,  or  of  any  other  than  Chrift  only — in  whole  name 
“  only  we  were  baptized.”  Clarke’s  Sermons,  vol.  iv.  p.  95.  8vo.  Ed. 

■f  Dr.  Grey  controverts  this  abortion  of  Mr.  Neal>  and  calls  it  “  ground- 
lefs;”  with  a  view  to  confute  it,  he  quotes  Rymer,  Clarendon ,  and  bifhop 
Fleetwood.  The  find  and  lad  authorities  go  to  prove  only  the  king’s  firm 
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power,  fo  did  the  prince,  efpecially  after  his  journey  into 
Spain;  where  he  imbibed  not  only  the  pernicious  maxims 
of  that  court,  but  their  referved  and  diftant  behaviour.* 
He  affured  the  pope  by  letter,  in  order  to  obtain  a  difpenfa- 
tion  to  marry  the  Infanta,  44  That  he  would  not  marry  any 
44  mortal  whofe  religion  he  hated:  He  might  therefore 

adherence  to  protedantiim  and  the  church  of  England,  fo  far  as  concerned 
his  O'-xvii  personal proffffion  of  religion  ;  the  former  alledges  that  the  .attempt 
of  the  court  of  Spain  to  convert  him  to  popery  was  inefficient ;  the  latter  is 
only  a  pulpit  eulogium  to  the  memory  of  Charles  on  the  30th  of  January. 
The  quotation  from  lord  Clarendon ,  apparently  proves  more  than  thefe 
authorities;  for  it  aflerts  u  that  no  man  was  more  averfc  from  the  Roimfh 
«  church  than  he  [/.  e.  king  Charles ]  was'.”  But  to  be  confident  with 
himfelf,  his  lordffiip  mud  be  underdood  with  a  limitation;  as  fpeaking  of 
his  remotenefs  from  a  conformity  to  popery  in  his  own  belief  and  pra&ice  ; 
not  of  his  difpofition  towards  that  religion,  as  profeffed  by  others..  Dr. 
Harris  has  produced  many  proofs,  that  the  king  was  not  a  papid  himfelf. 
But  he  has  alfo  evinced,  by  many  authorities,  that  profeffed  papids  were 
favoured,  carefled,  and  preferred  at  court.  The  articles  of  the  marriage 
treaty,  to  which  he  figned  and  folemnly  fwore,  fan&ioned  the  profeffion  of 
that  religion  in  his  kingdom.  The  clergy,  who  enjoyed  the  imiles  of  the 
court,  preached  in  favour  of  the  practices  and  tenets  of  popery.  And  po- 
pifh  recufants  were  not  only  tolerated,  but  protected  by  this  prince,  bee 
Harris’s  Life  of  Charles  I.  p.  198  to  204,  and  from  p.  2C4  to  208.  The 
faffs  of  this  nature  are  alfo  amply  dated  in  “  An  EBay  towards  attaining 
<c  a  true  Idea  of  the  Character  and  Reign  of  King  Charles  I.  chap,  ix.” 
On  thefe  grounds  Mr.  Neal  is  fully  vindicated,  for  he  fpeaks,  it  fhould  be 
obferved,  not  of  the  king’s  being  a  papid,  but  of  his  “  leaning  towards 
popery.”  But  it  might  be  fufficient  to  quote,  againdDr.  Grey ,  even  lord 
Clarendon  only,  who  tells  us,  “  that  the  papids  were  upon  the  matter, 
abfolved  from  the  fevered  parts  of  the  law,  and  difpenfed  with  for  the 
se  gentled.  They  were  looked  upon  as  good  fubjeds  at  court ,  and  as  good 
tfC  neighbours  in  the  country;  all  the  redraints  and  reproaches  of  former 
times  being  forgotten.”  His  lordffiip  expatiates  largely  on  the  favours 
they  received,  and  on  the  boldnefs  they  adumed. 

Hidory  of  the  Rebellion,  vol.  i.p.  148,  8vo  edit,  of  1 707.  Ed. 


*  In  confutation  of  this  aBertion,  Dr.  Grey  quotes  Rujhwortb  ;  who  fays, 
that  at  the  court  of  Spain  “  Prince  Charles  gained  an  univerfal  love,  an  i 
“  earned  Jt,  from  fird  to  lad,  with  the  greated  affability .”  The  doffor 
did  not  obferve  that  his  authority  was  not  to  the  point ;  for  Mr.  Neal  fpeaks 
of  Charles's  deportment  after  he  had  been  in  Spain,  and  of  his  general  tem¬ 
per;  RuJh<worth' s  delineation  is  confined  to  his  conduct  at  court,  where  he 
was  treated  with  all  imaginable  refpedl: ;  and  when  the  object  of  Ids  vifit 
would  of  courfe  animate  a  youth  to  good-humour,  politenefs,  and  gallantry. 
Mr.  Neal  is  fully  fupportedby  many  authorities,  which  the  reader  may  lee 
collected  by  Dr.  Harris ,  p.  68—72  ;  and  An Ed'ay  towards  attaining  a  true 
idea,  &c.  chap.  i.  Ed. 

depend 
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c*  depend  upon  it,  that  he  would  always  abftain  from  fuch 
44  afbons  as  might  teftify  an  hatred  to  the  Roman-catholick 
“  religion,  and  would  endeavour  that  all  finifter  opinions 
4£  might  be  taken  away;  that  as  we  all  profefs  one  indivi- 
44  dual  trinity,  we  may  unanimoufly  grow  up  into  one  faith.” 
His  majefty  began  his  reign  upon  moll  arbitrary  principles, 
and  though  he  had  good  natural  abilities,  was  always  under 
the  direftion  of  fome  favourite,  to  whofe  judgment  and  con¬ 
duct  he  was  abfolutely  refigned.  Nor  was  he  ever  mailer  of 
fo  much  judgment  in  politicks,  as  to  difcern  his  own  and  the 
nation’s  true  intereft,  or  to  take  the  advice  of  thofe  who 
did.  With  regard  to  the  church,  he  was  a  punctual  ob¬ 
server  of  its  ceremonies,  and  had  the  highefl  diflike  and  pre¬ 
judice  to  that  part  of  his  fubjefts  who  were  againft  the 
ecclefiaitical  conftitution,  44  looking  upon  them  as  a  very 
44  dangerous  and  feditious  people,  who  would  under  pre- 
44  tence  of  confcience,  which  kept  them  from  fubmitting  to 
44  the  fpiritual  jurildiftion,  take  the  firft  opportunity  they 
44  could  find  or  make  (fays  lord  Clarendon ,#)  to  withdraw 
44  themfelves  from  his  temporal  jurifdiction;  and  therefore 
44  his  majefty  caufed  this  people  [the  puritans]  to  be  watched 
44  and  provided  againft  with  the  utmoft  vigilance.” 

Upon  his  majefty’s  acceflion,  and  before  the  folemnity  of 
his  father’s  funeral,  he  married  Henrietta-Maria, daugh¬ 
ter  of  Henry  IV.  and  filler  of  Lewis  XIII.  then  king  of 
France.  The  marriage  was  folemnized  by  proxy;  firft  at 
Paris,  with  all  the  ceremonies  of  the  Romifli  church,  and 
afterwards  at  Canterbury,  according  to  the  rites  of  the 
church  of  England;  the  articles  being  in  a  manner  the  fame 
with  thofe  already  mentioned  in  the  Spanifh  match.  Her 
majefty  arrived  at  Dover,  Jpne  13,  1625,  and  brought  with 
her  a  long  train  of  priefts  and  menial  fervants  of  the  Pvomifh 
religion;  for  whofe  devotion  a  chapel  was  fitted  up  in  the 
king’s  houfe  at  St.  James’s.  cc  The  queen  was  an  agreeable 
and  beautiful  lady,  and  by  degrees  (fays  lord  Clarendon ) 

cc  obtained  a  plenitude  of  power  over  the  king. - Elis  ma- 

u  jelly  had  her  in  perfect  adoration, fi  and  would  do  nothing 


*  Clarendon,  vol.  i.  p.  81. 

+  Whoever  fees  her  charming  portrait  at  Windfor,”  fa  vs  Tv'lr.  Granger  % 
“  will  ceafe  to  admire  at  her  great  influence  over  the  kinaT  TheBiovra- 
phical  Hiitory  of  England,  vol.  ii.  p.  96,  8vo.  Ed. 
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«  without  her,  but  was  inexorable  as  to  every  th:ng  that  he 
«  promifed  her.”  Biftiop  Burnet  fays, 44  the  queen  was  a  lady 
«  of  great  vivacity,  and  loved  intrigues  of  all  forts,  but  was 
«  not  fecret  in  them  as  (he  ought;  {he  had  no  manner  of 
cc  judgment,  being  bad  at  contrivance,  but  worfe  at  execu¬ 
te  tion.  By  the  livelinefs  of  her  difcourfe,  flie  made  great 
“  impreffions  upon  the  king;  fo  that  to  the  queen’s  little 
“  practice,  and  the  king’s  own  temper,  the  fequel  of  all  his 
“  misfortunes  were  owing.”  Bifliop  Rennet  adds;  44  That 
“  the  king’s  match  with  this  lady,  was  a  greater  judgment  to 
«  the  nation  than  the  plague,  which  then  raged  in  the  land; 
64  for  confidering  the  malignity  of  the  popifh  religion,  the 
“  imperioufnefs  of  the  French  government,  the  influence  of 
a  (lately  queen  over  an  affectionate  hufband,  and  the  fliare 
44  (lie  mud  needs  have  in  the  education  of  her  children,  [  till 
c‘  thirteen  years  of  age]  it  was  then  eafy  to  forefee  it  might 
prove  very  fatal  to  oui  Englifh  prince  and  people,  and  lay 
44  in  a  vengeance  to  future  generations.”  The  queen  was 
a  very  great  bigot  to  her  religion;!  her  confcience  was  di¬ 
rected  by  her  confeffor,  afiided  by  the  pope’s  nuncio,  and  a 
fecret  cabal  of  prieds  and  jefuits.  Thefe  controuled  the 
queen,  and  (lie  the  king ;  fo  that  in  effect  the  nation  was  go¬ 
verned  by  popifh  councils,  till  the  long  parliament. 

-  The  prime  minifter  under  the  king  was  G.  Villiers  duke 
of  Buckingham,  a  graceful  young  gentleman,  but  very  unfit 
for  his  high  flation.  He  had  a  full  poffcffon  of  the  king’s 
heart,  infomuch  that  his  majefty  broke  meafures  with  all  his 
parliaments  for  his  fake.  44  Mod  men  (fays  lord  Clarendon ||) 
44  imputed  all  the  calamities  of  the  nation  to  his  arbitrary 
44  councils;  fo  that  few  were  difpleafed  at  the  news  of  his 
44  murder  by  Felton ,  in  the  year  1628,  when  he  was  not 
44  above  thirty-four  years  of  age.” 

Upon  the  duke’s  death,  Dr.  William  Laud,  then  bi- 
iliop  of  London,  became  the  chief  minider  both  in  church 


f  As  the  demand  to  have  the  folemnity  of  the  coronation  performed  by 
the  bifhops  of  her  own  religion  was  refufed,  and  fuch  was  her  bigotry  it 
would  not  permit  her  to  join  in  our  church  ceremonies;  fhe  appeared 
therefore  a3  a  fpe&ator  only  on  that  occafion. 

Granger,  as  before,  vol.  ii.  p.  96,  note.  Ed. 

I)  Clarendon,  vol.  i,  p.  837. 
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and  fate.  He  was  bora  at  Reading,  and  educated  in  St. 
John  s  college,  Oxford,  upon  the  charitable  donation  of  Mr. 
White ,  founder  of  Merchant-Taylor’s  fchool.  Here  he 
continued  till  he  was  fifty  years  of  age,  and  behaved  in  fuch 
a  manner,  that  nobody  knew,  what  to  think  of  him.  “  I 
f  Tould  I  knew,  fays  the  pious  billrop  Hall  in  one  of  his 
letter  s,  where  to  find  you;  to-day  you  are  with  the  Ro- 
46  maniics,  to-morrow  with  us;  our  adverfaries  think  you 
“  ours,  and  we  theirs;  your  confidence  finds  you  with  both 
“  ancl  neither:  How  long  will  you  halt  in  this  indifferency?” 
Dr.  Abbot  fays,  “  He  fpent  his  time  in  picking  quarrels 
v.  ith  the  ledures  of  public  readers,  and  giving  advice  to 
44  the  then  billrop  of  Durham,  that  he  might  filf’the  ears  of 
44  the  king  [James  I.]  with  prejudices  againft  honeft  men, 
whom  he  called  puritans.”  f  Heylin  confefles  it  was 
thought  dangerous  to  keep  him  company.  By  the  interell 
of  billrop  Williams ,  he  was  firfb  advanced  j  to  a  Welch  bilhop- 
rr.k,  and  lronr  thence  by  degrees  to  the  higheft  preferments 
in  church  and  Hate.  He  was  a  little  man,  of  a  quick  and 
rough  tamper,  impatient  of  contradiction  even  at  the  council 
-table,  of  arbitrary  principles  both  in  church  and  Hate,  al¬ 
ways  inclined  to  methods  of  feverity,  efpecially  againft  the 


*  “  As  t0  kb  preferments  in  the  ftate,”  fays  Hr.  Grey,  “  I  Ihould  be 
“  glad  to  know  what  they  were.”  Though  the  doctor,  who  was  ignorant 
o.  tiiem,  is  now  out  or  the  resell  of  a  reply;  for  the  information  of  the 
t<  a<.,(  .  tney  fhall  be  mentioned.  In  i  3  5  was  put  into  the  great  com- 
rnittee  of  trade.;  and  on  the  death  of  the  earl  of  Portland,  was  made  one 
Ot  the  commiflioners  of  the  treafury  and  revenue;  “  which,”  fays  lord 
C larendoiz,  he  had  reaion  to  be  forry  for,  becaufe  it  enframed  him  in 
“  civil  bufinefs  and  matters  of  fate.”  .  Hiftory  of  the  Rebellion,  v.  i.  p.  98, 
8vo.  1707.  Britiih  Biography,  vol.  iv.  p.  269.  Ed. 

f  Rufnworth,  vol,  i,  p.  444. 

t  1  o  refute  this  account  of  the  caufe  of  Laud's  preferment,  Dr.  Grey 
quotes  Mr.  Wharton.  The  circnmfance  in  itfelf  is  of  no  importance  to  the 
credit  or  defign  of  Mr.  Neal'  5  hiilory.  And  the  pafage  even  admits  the 
fa^t  that  Laud  owed  his  preferments  to  Difhop  Williams'  s  felicitations,  on 
the  autnority  nf  Laud  s  diary,  and  bifhop  Llacket ,  Williams's  biographer  ; 
but  the  drift  of  Mr,  Wharton  is  to  exculpate  Land  from  the  charge  of  in¬ 
gratitude  to  Kitnop  if  iihams  on  tuis  ground  ;  tnat  the  latter,  in  the  fervice 
he  rendered  the  former,  was  not  actuated  by  kindnefs,  but  by  fclf.fh  asd  in- 
tei  of ec.  views,  i  ids  qocs  not  confute,  in  any  degree,  Mr.  'Neal ;  who  fays; 

about  the  mothv.es  by  which  biihop  Williams  was  governed.  Ed*. 
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puritans ;  vaftly  fond  of  external  pomp  and  ceremony  in 
divine  worfhip ;  and  though  he  was  not  an  abfolute  papift, 
he  was  ambitious  of  being  the  foveieign  patuaich  oi  three 

kingdoms.*  ,  , 

Lord  Chief  Juftice  Finch  was  a  man  of  little  knowledge 

in  his  profeflion,  except  it  was  for  making  the  laws  of  the 
land  give  place  to  orders  of  council.  Mr.  Attorney-general 
Novf  was  a  man  of  affe&ed  pride  and  morofity,  who  valued 
himfelf  (fays  lord  Clarendon J)  upon  making  that  to  be  law 
which  all  other  men  believed  not  to  be  fo.  Indeed  ^all  the 
judges  were  of  this  {lamp,  who  inftead  of  upholding  the  law, 
as  the  defence  and  fecurity  of  the  fubjefts  privileges,  fet  it 
afide  upon  every  little  occalion,  diftingufthing  between  a  rule 
cf  law,  and  a  rule  of  government:  fo  that  thofe  whom  they 
could  not  convift  by  Jlatute  law ,  were  fure  to  fuffer  by  the 
rule  of  government ,  or  a  kind  of  political  juftice.  The  judges 
held  their  places  during  the  king  s  pleasure ;  and  when  the 
prerogative  was  to  be  ftretched  in  any  particular  inftances. 
Laud  would  fend  for  their  opinions  beforehand,  to  give  the 
greater  fanchon  to  the  proceedings  of  the  council  and  ft  ar¬ 
chamber,  by  whom  they  were  often  put  in  mind,  that  if  they 
did  not  do  his  majejlys  bufinefs  to  fatisfafiion,  they  would  be 
removed.  Upon  the  whole,  they  were  mercenary  men,  and 
(according  to  lord  Clarendon )  fcandalous  to  their  profeffion. 

The  courts  of  Weftminfter-hall  had  little  to  do  between 
the  crowrn  and  the  fubjeft;  all  bufinefs  of  this  kind  being 
transferred  to  the  council-table,  the  star-chamber, 
and  the  court  of  high  commission. 

The  council-table  was  the  legiflature  of  the  kingdom; 
their  proclamations  and  orders  being  made  a  rule  of  govern¬ 
ment,  and  the  meafure  of  the  fubjeft^  obedience.  Though 
there  was  not  one  Angle  law  enafted  in  twelve  years,  there 
were  no  lefs  than  two  hundred  and  fifty  proclamations ;  every 
one  of  which  had  the  force  of  a  law,  and  bound  the  fubjeft 
tinder  the  fevereft  penalties.  The  lord-keeper  Finch ,  upon  a 

*  Clarendon,  vol.  i.  p.  99. 

f  Blfhop  Warhurton  cenfures  Mr.  Neal,  for  not  informing  his  reader 
that  Noy  was  a  great  lawyer. 

J  Clarendon,  vol.  i  p.  71,  73,  74. 
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demurrer  put  into  a  bill  that  had  no  other  equity  than  an  order 
oj  council  declared  upon  the  bench,  that  while  he  was  keeper 
no  man  Jhould  befo  fancy  as  to  difpute  thofe  orders ,  but  that 
the  wifdorn  of  that  board  Jhould  always  be  ground  good  enough 
Jor  him  to  make  a  decree  in  chancery .  Judge  Berkeley ,  upon  a 
hive  occafion,  declared,  that  there  was  a  rule  of  law ,  and  a 
rule  of  government ,  that  many  things  that  might  not  be  done 

ru‘f.  tf  law->  he  done  by  the  rule  of  government:* 

His  lora  (nip  added,  that  no  aft  of  parliament  could  bind  the 
king  not  to  command  away  his  fubj eft's  goods  and  money . 

“  The  Star-chamber  (fays  lord  Clarendon f)  was  in  a 
“  manner  the  fame  court  with  the  Council-table,  beimr 
cc  but  the  fame  perfons  in  feveral  rooms:  They  were  both 
grown  into  courts  of  law,  to  determine  right*,  and  courts 
or  revenue ,  to  bring  money  into  the  treafury :  The  council- 
table  by  proclamations  enjoining  to  the  people  what  was 
not  ^enjoined  by  law,  and  prohibiting  that  which  was  not 
prohibited;  and  the  far-chamber  cenfuring  the  breach 
and  difobedionce  to  thofe  proclamations,  by  very  great 
fine>  and  impi  ifonment ;  fo  that  any  diirelpeft  to  any  afts 
cc  or  date,  or  to  the  perfons  of  ftatefmen,  was  in  no*  time 
more  penal,  and  thofe  foundations  of  right,  by  which  men 
valued  their  fecurity,  were  never  in  more  danger  of  being 
deftroyed.  c  * 

The  high  commission  alfo  had  very  much  overflowed 
the  banks  that  fhould  have  contained  it,  not  only  in  med- 
dling  with  things  not  within  their  connufance,  but  in  ex- 
tending  their  fentences  and  judgments  beyond  that  degree 
“  that  was  juftifiable,  and  grew  to  have  fo  great  a  contempt 
“  of  the  common  law,  and  the  profeffors  of  it,  that  prohi- 
bitions  from  the  fupreme  courts  of  law,  which  have  and 
muft  have  the  iuper intendency  overall  the  inferior  courts, 
were  not  only  neglected,  but  the  judges  were  reprehended 
c'  f°r  granting  them,  which  without  perjury,  they  could  not 
<c  deny.§ — — - Befides,  from  an  ecclefiaftical  court  for  refor¬ 
mation  of  manners,  it  was  grown  to  a  court  of  revenue, 

**  and  impofed  great  fines*  upon  thofe  who  were  culpable 
before  them;  fometimes  above  the  degree  of  the  offence. 
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*  Clarendon,  vol.  i.  p.  74.  f  Ibid.  p.  68,  69, 


§  Ibid.  p.  283. 
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cc  had  the  jurifdichon  of  fining  been  unquefiionable ,  which  it 
«  Was  not;  which  courfe  of  fining  was  much  more  frequent, 
and  the  fines  heavier,  after  the  king  had  granted  all  that 
revenue  for  the  reparation  of  St.  Paul’s,  which  made  the 
«  grievance  greater;”  and  gave  occttfion  to  an  unlucky  ob- 
fervation,  that  the  church  was  built  with  the  Jins  of  the  people. 
Thefe  commiffioners,  not  content  with  the  bufinefs  that  was 
brought  before  them,  fent  their  commiflaries  over  the  whole 
kingdom  to  fuperintend  the  proceedings  of  the  bifhop’s 
courts  in  their  feveral  diocefes,  which  of  themfelves  made 
fiifficient  havock  among  the  puritans,  and  were  under  a  ge¬ 
neral  odium  for  the  fevere  exercife  of  their  power:  But  if 
the  bifhop  or  his  officers  were  negligent  in  their  citations, 
or  {hewed  any  degree  of  favour  to  the  puritan  minifters ,  no¬ 
tice  was  immediately  fent  to  Lambeth,  and  the  accufed perfons 
were  cited  before  the  high  commifiion,  to  their  utter  ruin. 
They  alfo  detained  men  in  prilon  many  months,  without 
bringing  them  to  a  trial,  or  fo  much  as  acquainting  them 
with  the  caufe  of  their  commitment.  Sir  Edward  Dee  ring 
fays,  that  their  proceedings  were  in  feme  fenfe  worfe  than 
cc  the  Romifh  inquifition ,  becauie  they  do  not  punilh  men  of 
their  own  religion  eftablifhed  by  law ;  but  with  us  (fays 
he)  how  many  fcores  of  poor  chftreflfed  minifters,  within  a 
“  few  years  have  been  fufpended,  degraded,  and  excommu- 
“  nicated,  though  not  guilty  of  a  breach  of  any  eftablifhed 
«  law!”  All  which  was  fo  much  the  worfe,  becaufe  they 
knew  that  the  court  had  no  jurifdiftion  of  fining  at  all;  for 
the  houfe  of  commons,  in  the  third  and  feventh  of  king 
James  1.  refolved,  that  the  court  of  high  commifiion  s  fining 
and  imprifoning  men  for  ecclefiaftical  offences ,  was  an  intole¬ 
rable  grievance ,  oppreffion ,  and  vexation ,  not  warranted  by 
the  Jlatute ,  i  Eliz.  chap.  i.  And  Sir  Edward  Coke ,  with  the 
reft  of  the  judges,  at  a  conference  with  the  prelates,  in  the 
prefence  of  king  James ,  gave  it  as  their  unanimous  opinion, 
that  tbe  high  commifiion  could  fine  in  no  cafe ,  and  imprifon  only 
in  cafes  of  herefy  and  incontinence  of  a  minifier ,  and  that  only 
after  conviction ,  but  not  by  way  of  procefs  before  it ;  lo  that 
the  jurifdiclion  of  the  court  to  fine  was  not  only  quejlionable , 
but  null  and  void .  Notwithftanding  which,  they  hunted 
after  their  prey  with  full  cry,  “  and  brought  in  the  greateft 
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*'  an(^  mo^  /plendid  tranfgreffors :  Perfons  of  honour  and 
tc  Sleat  5ual'ty  (%s  the  noble  hiftorian)  were  every  day 
cited  into  the  high  commiflion,  upon  the  fame  of  their  in- 
contmency,  or  fcandal  of  life,  and  very  heavy  fines  were 

levied  upon  them,  and  applied  to  the  repairing  of  St. 

‘  Paul’s  cathedral.” 

Upon  the  acceffion  of  king  Charles  to  the  throne,  the 
duke  of  Buckingham  threw  off  the  mafic,  and  Ihook  hands 
w.th  his  old  friend  Dr.  Prejion ,  whom  he  never  loved  any 
further  than  as  a  tool,  to  promote  his  intereft  among  the 
people.  Laud  was  his  confeflor  and  privy-counfellor  for 
the  church,  whofe  firft  care  was  to  have  none  but  Arminian 
and  anti-puritanical  chaplains  about  the  king:  For  this  pur. 
poke,  he  drew  up  a  fmall  treatife  and  put  it  into  the  duke’s 
hand.,  proving  the.  arminian  doctrines  to  be  orthodox ;  and 
mewing  in  ten  particulars,  that  the  anti-arminian  tenets  were 
no  better  than  doctrinal  puritanifm.  Agreeably  to  this 
scheme,  he  prefented  the  duke  [April  9,]  with  a  fill  of  di- 
vmes  for  his  majelty’s  chaplains,  diftinguifhing  their  charac¬ 
ters  by  the  two  capital  letters,  O.  for  "Orthodox,  [that  is, 
Arminian,]  andP.  for  Puritans,  [that  is,  Calvinifts.]  At  the 
fame  time  he  received  orders  to  confult  bifhop  Andrews  how 
to  manage,  with  refpeft  to  the  five  diftinguifhing  points  of 
Calviniftn,  in  the  enfuing  convocation;  but  the  wife  bifliop 
advifed  his  brother  by  all  means  to  be  quiet,  and  keep  the 
controverfy  out  of  the  houfe:  “  For  (fays  he)  the  truth  in 
“  this  point  is  not  fo  generally  entertained  among  the  clergy ; 

“  nor  is  archbifliop  Abbot,  nor  many  of  the  prelates,  fo  in- 
“  clinable  to  it,  as  to  venture  the  deciding  it  in  convocation.” 

It  was  therefore  wilely  dropt,  the  majority  of  the  lower 
houfe  being  zealous  Calvinifts;  and  forty-five  of  them  (ac- 
n ;■  ^  n  1  fit*  Leo,  who  was  one  of  the  number)  had  made 
a  covenant  among  themfelves  to  oppofe  every  thing  that 
tenaed  towards  pelagian jm,  or  femi-pelagianifm :  But  the 
controverfy  was  warmly  debated  without  doors,  till  the  king 
put  a  flop  to  it  by  his  royal  declaration. 

Popery  advanced  hand  in  hand  with  Arminianifm,  and  be¬ 
gan  the  difputes  between  the  king  and  his  firft  parliament, 
which  met  June  1 6,  1625.  His  majefty,  towards  the  clofe 
o*  Lis  ipeech,  Having  sliced  their  afkftance  for  the  recovery 


Ox 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


CHAP.  III. 


of  the  Palatinate,  allured  them  that,  though  he  had  been  fuf- 
pefted  as  to  his  religion,  he  would  let  the  world  fee,  that 
none  Jhould  be  more  defirous  to  maintain  the  religion  he  pro - 
totted  than  himfelf.  The  houfes  thanked  the  king  for  his  moil 
gracious  fpeech ;  but  before  they  entered  upon  other  bufi- 
nefs,  joined  in  a  petition  againft  popiflx  recufants,  which  his 
majelty  promifed  to  examine,  and  give  a  fatisfaclory  anfwer 
to  the  particulars. 

The  petition  fets  forth  the  caufes  of  the  increafe  of  popery, 
with  the  remedies:  The  caufes  are, 

The  want  of  the  due  execution  of  the  laws  againft  them. 
The  interpofing  of  foreign  powers  by  their  ambaffadors  and 
agents  in  their  favour.  The  great  concourfe  of  papifts  to 
the  citv,  and  their  frequent  conferences  and  conventicles 
there.  *  Their  open  refort  to  the  chapels  of  foreign  ambaf¬ 
fadors.  The  education  of  their  children  in  foreign  femina- 
ries.  The  want  of  fufficient  inftruftion  in  the  proteflant 
religion  in  feveral  places  of  the  country.  The  licentious 
printing  of  popifh  books.  The  employment  of  men  ill-afle&ed 
to  the  proteflant  religion  in  places  of  government.* 

They  therefore  pray  that  the  youth  of  the  kingdom  may¬ 
be  carefully  educated  under  proteflant  fchoolmafters;  which 
his  majejly ,  in  his  anfwer  to  their  petition,  promifed:  That 
the  ancient  difcipline  of  the  univerfities  may  be  reftored; 
which  his  majejly  approved:  That  the  preaching  of  the 
word  of  God  may  be  enlarged;  and  that  to  this  purpofe 
the  bifhops  be  jdvifed  to  make  ufe  of  the  labours  of  fuch 
able  miniflers  as  have  been  formerly  filenced,  advifmg  and 
befeeching  them  to  behave  themfelves  peaceably ;  and  that 
pluralities,  non-refidencies,  and  commendams,  may  be  mo¬ 
derated.  Answer,  This  his  'majejly  approved, Jo  far  as  the 
miniflers  would  conform  to  church  government.  But  he  appre¬ 
hends  that  pluralities,  8c c.  are  now  fo  moderated,  that  there 
is  no  room  for  complaint',  and  recommends  it  to  the  parliament 
to  take  care  that  every  parijh  allow  a  competent  maintenance 
for  an  able  minijler.  That  provifion  might  be  made  againft 
tranfportirig  children  to  popifh  feminaries,  and  for  recalling 
thofe  that  were  there.  Answ.  To  this  his  majejly  agreed. 
That  no  popifh  recufant  be  admitted  to  come  to  court,  but 

*  Ruftiworth,  p.  183-6. 


upon 


r5s 


the  history 


CHAP.  HI, 


upon  fpecial  occafion,  according  to  ftatute  a  jac.  Ans w 

?  hls  alf?  hts  maJe-fiy  promifed.  That  the  laws  againft  papifts 
be  put  m  execunon,  and  that  a  day  be  fixed  for  the  denar! 
Uic  ol  all  jefuits  and  femmary  priefts  out  of  the  kingdom 
and  that  no  natural-born  iubjecf,  nor  ftrange  billions  nor 

Sde2^teh°m7  fr0m  'r6  fee  °f  Rome’  confe’r  ^ 

ecdeinlticdl  orders  or  exercife  any  ecclefiallical  funftion 
upon  your  majefty  s  fubjefls.  Answ.  It  Jhall  be  fo  pub- 
Itjhed  by  proclamation.  That  your  majefty’s  learned  coimcil 
may  have  orders  to  confider  of  all  forme/ grants  of  recufant 
lands,  that  fitch  may  be  avoided  as  are  avoidable  by  law. 
Answ.  It  Jhall  be  done  according  as  is  defired.  That  your 
majefty  give  order  to  your  judges  and  all  officers  of  iuftice 
to  fee  the  laws  againft  popiffi  recufants  duly  executed.  Ans! 
His  majefty  leaves  the  laws  to  their  courfe.  That  your  ma- 
jefty  wnl  remove  from  places  of  authority  and  government 
all  popifli  recufants.  Answ.  His  majefty  will  give  order 
accordingly.  1  hat  order  be  taken  for  difarming  all  popifli 
recufants  convict  according  to  law,  and  that  popifli  recufants 
be  commanded  to  retire  to  their  houfes,  and  be  confined 
within  five  miles  of  home.  Answ.  The  laws  Jhall  be  put 
in  execution.  That  none  of  your  majefty’s  natural-born 
iubjects  go  to  hear  mafs  at  the  houfes  or  chapels  of  foreffin 
ambafladors.  Answ.  The  king  will  give  order  accordingly . 

hat  the  ftatute  of  i  Ehz.  for  the  payment  of  twelve-pence 
every  Sunday  by  fuch  as  abfent  from  divine  fervice  in  the 
church  without  a  lawful  excufe,  be  put  in  execution.  Answ. 
j  he  king  promtfes  the  penalties  Jhall  not  be  difpen fed  with. 

1  hat  your  majefty  will  extend  your  princely  care  to  Ireland, 
t  iat  trm  like  courfes  may  be  taken  there  for  eftabliftiiim  the 

true  religion.  Answ.  His  majefty  will  do  all  that  a  religious 
king  can  do  in  that  affair.* 

*  The  re™.ark  of  Dr.  Warner  here  is  too  pertinent  and  forcible,  efpecialiy 
confidering  from  whofe  pen  it  comes,  to  be  omitted.  “  Thefe  gracious 

<t  anf?’er*  f  hls.  ’j  fays  he,  “  to  the  feveral  articles  of  the  petition 

Prefntec^  t0  by  both  houfes  of  parliament,  wanted  nothing-  but  the 
tt  Per‘ormance  of  the  promifes  which  he  made,  to  gain  him  the  love  of  ail 
,s  nJ-S  Prote“ant  lubjefts.  But  if  we  may  judge  by  the  continual  complaints 
of  toe  parliament  throughout  this  reign,  about  thefe  very  points  on  which 
the  king  had  given  this  fatisfaftion,  we  (hall  find  reafon  to  think,  that 
ns  p.  omiiCs  were  obferved  no  better  than  James  iiis  father  obferved  his.” 

Warner’s  Ecdef.  Hift.  vol.  ii.  p.  513.  Ed. 
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It  is  furprifing  that  the  king  fhould  make  thefe  promifes 
to  his  parliament  within  fix  months  after  he  had  figned  his 
marriage  articles,  in  which  he  had  engaged  to  fet  all  Ro- 
man-catholicks  at  liberty,  and  to  fufter  no  fearch  or  molefta- 
tion  of  them  for  their  religion,  and  had  in  confequence  of  it 
pardoned  twenty  Romifh  priefts,  and  (in  imitation  of  his 
royal  father)  given  orders  to  his  lord-keeper  to  direct  the 
judges  and  juftices  of  peace  all  over  England,  “  to  for- 
cc  bear  all  manner  of  proceedings  againft  his  Roman-catho- 
lickfubjects,  by  information,  indictment,  or  otherwife;  it 
4t  being  his  royal  pleafure  that  there  fliould  be  a  ceffation 
u  of  all  and  fingular  pains  and  penalties  whereunto  they 
<c  were  liable  by  any  laws,  flatutes,  or  ordinances  of  this 
u  realm/’*  But,  as  a  judicious  writer  obferves,§  it  feems  to 
have  been  a  maxim  in  this  and  the  laft  reign,  that  no  faith  is 
to  be  kept  with  parliaments .  The  papifts  were  apprized  of 
the  reafons  of  llate  that  obliged  the  king  to  comply  out¬ 
wardly  with  what  he  did  not  really  intend;  and  therefore, 
though  his  majefty  direfted  a  letter  to  his  archbifliop  [De¬ 
cember  15,  1625,]  t0  Proceed  againft  popifh  recufants,  and 
a  proclamation  was  publifhed  to  recall  the  Englilh  youths 
from  popifh  feminaries,  little  regard  was  paid  to  them.  The 
king  himfelf  releafed  eleven  Romifh  priefts  out  of  prifon,  by 
fpecial  warrant  the  next  day;  the  titular  bifhop  of  Chalce- 
don,  by  letters  dated  June  1,  1625,  appointed  a  popifh 
vicar-general  and  archdeacons  all  over  England,!  whofe 
names  were  publifhed  in  the  year  1643.];  And  when  the 


*  Rufhworth,  p.  173.  §  Rapin. 

t  Fuller  tells  us,  that  this  titular  bifhop  of  Chajcedon,  whofe  name  was 
Smithy  appeared  in  his  pontificalibus  in  Lancafhire,  with  his  mitre  and 
crofier.  This  was  an  evident  proof,  that  the  catholicks  prefumed  on  the  in¬ 
dulgence  and  connivance,  if  not  the  protection  of  the  court.  To  fhew 
which,  the  fad  is  brought  forward  by  Mr.  Neal ;  whofe  candour  in  this 
matter  Dr.  Grey  impeaches,  becaufe  he  does  not  inform  his  reader,  that 
the  king  ifTued  a  proclamation  for  apprehending  this  Romifh  agent.  But 
it  feems  to  haveefcaped  Dr.  Grey’s  attention,  that  a  proclamation  not  ifTued 
till  the  nth  of  December  1628,  and  not  then,  tiil  drawn  from  him  by  a 
petition  of  both  houfes  againft  recufants,  can  have  little  weight  againit  the 
imputation  on  the  king,  which  this  faCt  is  alledged  to  fupport. 

Rufhworth’s  Collections,  vol.  i.  p.  5  1 1.  Ed. 

t  Rufliworth,  p.  15S-9,  and  Fuller’s  Church  Hitt.  b.  xi.  p.  1  32-3. 
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next  parliament  petitioned  for  the  removal  of  papids  from 
offices  of  trull,  it  appeared,  by  a  lid  annexed  to  their  peti¬ 
tion,  that  there  were  no  lefs  than  fifty-nine  of  the  nobility 
and  gentry  of  that  religion  then  in  the  commiffion.*  1 
But  the  king  not  only  connived  at  the  Roman-catholicks 
at  home,  but  unhappily  contributed  to  the  ruin  of  the  pro- 
.  teltant  religion  abroad.  Cardinal  Rkhlieu  having  formed  a 
ddign  to  extirpate  the  hugonots  of  France,  by  fecuring  all 
their  places  of  drength,  laid  fiege  to  Rochel,  a  fea-port  town 
with  a  good  harbour,  and  a  number  of  fltips  fufficient  for  its 
defence.  Richheu,  taking  advantage  of  the  king’s  late  match 
w^iui  r  ranee,  fent  to  borrow  feven  or  eight  Ihips,  to  be  em¬ 
ployed  as  the  king  of  France  Ihould  direct,  who  appointed 
them  to  block  up  the  harbour  of  Rochel;  but  when  the 
honelt  bailors  were  told  where  they  were  going,  they  de¬ 
clared  they  wouid  rather  be  thrown  overboard,  or  hanged 
upon  the  top  of  the  mads,  than  fight  againd  their  protedant 
brethren.  Notwithdanding,  admiral  Pennington  and  the 
French  officers  ufed  all  their  rhetorick  to  perfuade  them 
they  remained  inflexible.  The  admiral  therefore  acquainted 
the  king,  who  fent  him  a  warrant  to  the  following  effect: 

“  That  he  fliould  confign  his  own  fliip  immediately  into  the 
hands  of  the  Fiench  admiral,  with  all  her  equipage,  artil- 
“  |er)b  ^rc>  anh  require  the  other  feven  to  put  themfelves 
“  into  the  fervice  of  our  dear  brother  the  French  king;  and 
“  in  cafe  of  backwardnefs  or  refufal,  we  command  you  to 
“  ufe  all  forcible  means,  even  to  their  finking.”  In  purfu- 
ance  of  this  warrant,  the  Ihips  were  delivered  into  the  hands 
of  the  French,  but  all  the  Englilh  bailors  and  officers  deferted 
except  two.  The  French  having  got  the  fltips  and  artillery 
quickly  manned  them  with  bailors  of  their  own  religion,  and 
joining  the  red  of  the  French  fleet,  they  blocked  up  the’  har¬ 
bour,  'dedroyed  the  little  fleet  of  the  Rochellers,  and  cut  off 
their  communication  by  fea  with  their  protedant  friends,  by 
which  means  they  were  reduced  to  all  the  hardfltips  of  a  mod 

*  See  Rufh worth  s  Collefiicn,  vol.  i.  p.  tp;,  &c.  The  mines  of  fome 
of  thefe  perfons  perhaps  were  returned  only  on  the  ground  of  fufpkion  ; 
btcaufe  their  wives  ana  cuilsren  were  of  the  Romilh  communion,  or  did 

not  come  to  church.  “  Mr.  Neal,”  therefore,  according  to  Dr.  Grey. 

“  miiiook  Rufhwortli.”  ; ' 
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dreadful  famine;  and  after  a  long  blockade  both  by  fea  and 
land,  were  forced  to  furrender  the  chief  bulwark  of  the  pro- 
teflant  intereft  in  France,  into  the  hands  of  the  papifts. 

To  return  to  the  parliament.  It  has  been  remembered, 
that  Mr.  Richard  Montague ,  a  clergyman,  and  one  of  the 
king’s  chaplains,  publilhed  a  book  in  the  year  1623,  entitled 
A  new  Gag  for  an  old  Goofe ,  in  anfwer  to  a  popifh  book, 
entitled  A  Gag  for  the  new  Gofpel*  The  book  containing 
fundry  proportions  tending  to  the  publick  difturbance,  was 
complained  of  in  the  houfe  of  commons,  who,  after  having 
examined  the  author  at  their  bar,  referred  him  to  the  arch- 
bifhop  of  Canterbury,  who  difmilfed  him  "with  an  exprefs 
prohibition  to  write  no  more  about  fuch  matters.  But 
Montague ,  being  encouraged  from  court,  went  on  and  pub¬ 
liflied  An  Appeal  to  Ccefar ,  defigning  it  for  king  fames  ;  but 
he  being  dead  before  it  was  ready,  it  was  dedicated  to  king 
Charles ,  and  recommended  at  firft  by  feveral  court  bifliops, 
who  upon  better  confideration  artfully  withdrew  their  names 
from  before  it ;  and  left  Dr.  Francis  White  to  appear  by  him- 
felf,  as  he  complained  publickly.  The  appeal  was  calculated 
to  promote  Arminianifm ,  to  attempt  a  reconciliation  with 
Rome,  and  to  advance  the  king’s  prerogative  above  law. 
The  houfe  appointed  a  committee  to  examine  into  its  errors; 
after  which  they  voted  it  to  be  contrary  to  the  articles  of  the 
church  of  England,  and  bound  the  author  in  a  recognizance 
of  two  thoufand  pounds  for  his  appearance. 

Bifliop  Laud ,  apprehending  this  to  be  an  invafion  of  the 
prerogative,  and  a  dangerous  precedent,  joined  with  two 
other  bifliops  in  a  letter  to  the  duke  of  Buckingham ,  to  en¬ 
gage  his  majefty  to  take  the  caufe  into  his  own  hands :  The 
letter  fays,f  “  that  the  church  of  England  when  it  was  re- 
“  formed  would  not  be  too  bufy  with  fchool  points  of  divi- 
“  nity;  now  the  points  for  which  Mr.  Montague  is  brought 
into  trouble,  are  of  this  kind;  fome  are  the  refolved  doc- 
cc  trines  of  the  church  of  England,  which  he  is  bound  to 
maintain;  and  others  are  lit  only  for  fchools,  wherein  men 
“  may  abound  in  their  own  fenfe.  To  make  men  fubfcribe 


*  Rufhworth,  vol.  i.  p.  177. 

f  Cabbala,  p,  105  ;  Rufhworth,  vol,  i.  180-81  ;  or,  p.  1 10,  1 1 1,  of  the 
edition  in  1663. 
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“  fchool  opinions  is  hard,  and  was  one  great  fault  of  the 
‘£  council  of  Trent.  Befides,  difputes  about  doftrines  in  re¬ 
ligion  ought  to  be  determined  in  a  national  fynod  or  con¬ 
vocation,  with  the  king’s  licence,  and  not  in  parliament; 
if  we  fubmit  to  any  other  judge,  we  fhall  depart  from  the 
ordinance  of  Chrift,  wefhall  derogate  from  the  honour  of 
the  late  king,  who  faw  and  approved  of  all  the  opinions  in 
that  book;  as  well  as  from  his  prefent  majefty’s  royal  pre¬ 
rogative,  who  has  power  and  right  to  take  this  matter 
under  his  own  care,  and  refer  it  in  a  right  courfe  to  church 
confideration.  Some  of  the  opinions  which  are  oppofite 
to  Mr.  Montague’ s  will  prove  fatal  to  the  government,  if 
publickly  taught  and  maintained:  When  they  had  been 
concluded,  upon  at  Lambeth,  queen  Elizabeth  caufed  them 
to  be  fuppreffed,  and  fo  they  continued,  till  of  late  fome 
“  of  them  received  countenance  from  the  fynod  of  Dort;  a 
“  fynod,  whofe  conclufions  have  no  authority  in  this  coun- 
“  try,  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  never  will.”  Signed  Jo.RofenJis, 
Jo-  Oxon ,  and  Gidielmus  Menevenjis ,  Aug.  2d,  1625. 

This  letter  had  its  effeft,  and  procured  Montague  his 
quietus  at  prefent.  The  king  declared  he  would  bring  the 
caufe  before  the  council,  it  being  a  branch  of  his  fupremacy 
to  determine  matters  of  religion.  He  expreffed  his  difplea- 
fure  againft  the  commons ,  for  calling  his  chaplain  to  their  bar, 
and  for  alarming  the  nation  with  the  danger  of  popery. 
But  thefe  affairs,  with  the  king’s  affifting  at  the  fiege  of 
Rochel,  made  fuch  a  noife  at  Oxford,  where  the  parliament 
was  reaffembled  becaufe  of  the  plague  at  London,  that  the 
king  was  obliged  to  diffolve  them  [ Augiift  12,]  before  they 
had  granted  the  fuppiies  necefl’ary  for  carrying  on  the  wan 
Nor  did  his  majefty  pafs  any  aft  relating  to  religion,  except 
one,  which  was  foon  after  fufpended  by  his  royal  declara¬ 
tion;  it  was  to  prevent  unlawful  pa/limes  on  the  Lord? s- day. 
The  preamble  fets  forth,  That  the  holy  keeping  of  the 
Lord’s-day  is  a  principal  part  of  the  true  fervice  of  God- 


c<m  Therefore  it  is  enafted  that  there  {hall  be  no  affemblies  of 
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people  out  of  their  own  panflies,  for  any  fports  or  paf- 
6C  times  whatfoever;  nor  any  bear-baiting,  bull-baiting,  in- 
4C  terludes,  common  plays,  or  other  unlawful  exercifes  or 
paftimes,  within  their  own  pariflies,  on  forfeiture  of  three 

“  {killings 
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{hillings  and  fix-pence  for  every  fuch  offence  to  the  poor.” 
However,  this  law  was  never  put  in  execution.  Men  were 
reproached  and  cenfured  for  too  ftrift  an  obfervation  of  the 
Lord’s-day,  but  none  that  I  have  met  with  for  the  profana¬ 
tion  of  it. 

His  majefly  having  difmifled  his  parliament  before  they 
had  given  him  the  neceffary  fupplies  for  the  war  with  Spain, 
refolved  to  try  his  credit  in  borrowing  money,  by  way  of 
loan,  of  fuch  perfons  as  were  bed  able  to  lend;  for  this  pur- 
pofe  gentlemen  were  taxed  at  a  certain  fum,  and  had  pro- 
miffory  letters  under  the  privy-feal  to  be  repayed  in  eighteen 
months.*  With  this  money  the  king  fitted  out  a  fleet  againft 
Spain,  which,  after  it  had  waited  about  two  months  for  the 
Plate  fleet,  returned  without  doing  any  aftion  worth  re¬ 
membrance. 

The  ceremony  of  the  king’s  coronation,  which  was  not 
performed  till  the  beginning  of  February,  was  another  ex¬ 
pence  which  his  majefly  thought  fit  to  provide  for  by  iffuing 
out  a  proclamation,  that  all  fuch  as  had  forty  pounds  a  year 
or  more,  and  were  not  yet  knights,  fhould  come  and  receive 
the  order  of  knighthood,  or  compound  for  it.f  This  was  a 
new  grievance  loudly  complained  of  in  the  following  parlia¬ 
ments.  The  coronation  was  performed  by  archbifliop 
Abbot ,  aflifted  by  bifhop  Laudas  dean  of  Weftminfter,];  who 
befides  the  old  regalia  which  were  in  his  cuftody,  that  is, 
the  crown,  the  fceptre,  the  fpurs,  &c.  of  king  Edward  the 
Confeflfor,  brought  forth  an  old  crucifix,  and  placed  it  upon 
the  altar.  As  foon  as  the  archbifliop  had  put  the  crown 
upon  the  king’s  head,  and  performed  the  other  ufual  cere¬ 
monies^  his  majefly  being  feated  on  the  throne,  ready  to 
receive  the  homage  of  the  lords,  bifhop  Laud  came  up  to 
him,  and  read  the  following  extraordinary  paflage,  which  is 
not  to  be  found  in  former  coronations.  “  — Stand,  and 

#  Rufhworth,  vol.  i.  p.  196-7.  f  Rapin,  v.  ii.  p.  235-36,  folio  ed. 

X  Dr.  Grey  properly  corrects  Mr.  Neal  here:  Laud  officiated  in  the 
place  of  the  dean  of  Weftminfter,  the  bifhop  of  Lincoln,  with  whom  the 
king  was  fo  difpleafed,  that  he  would  not  permit  him  to  perform  any  part 
of  the  coronation  fervice.  Fuller’s  Church Hift.  b.  x.  p.  1 2 1 .  Ed. 

§  The  ceremonial  of  the  coronation  is  given  at  length  by  Fuller,  b.  xi. 
p.  I2i,  &c.  Ed, 
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hold  fall  from  henceforth  the  place  to  which  you  have 
“  been  heir  by  the  fucceffion  of  your  forefathers,  being  now 
cc  delivered  to  you  by  the  authority  of  Almighty  God,  and 
“  by  the  hands  of  us,  and  all  the  bifliops  and  fervants  of 
“  God.  And  as  you  fee  the  clergy  to  come  nearer  to  the 
“  altar  than  others,  fo  remember,  that  in  all  places  conve- 
“  nient  you  give  them  greater  honour,  that  the  Mediator  of 
<c  God  and  man  may  eftablilh  you  in  the  kingly  throne,  to 
“  be  a  mediator  between  the  clergy  and  the  laity,  and  that 
cc  you  may  reign  for  ever  with  jefus  Chrifl,  the  king  of 
“  kings,  and  Lord  of  lords. ”*  This  and  fundry  other  alte¬ 
rations  were  objected  to  the  archbhhop  at  his  trial,  which 
we  fhall  mention  hereafter. 

The  king’s  treafury  being  exhaufted,  and  the  war  con¬ 
tinuing  with  Spain,  his  majefty  was  obliged  to  call  a  new 
parliament ;  but  to  avoid  the  choice  of  fuch  members  as  had 
exclaimed  againfl  the  duke  of  Buckingham,  and  infilled 
upon  redrefs  of  grievances,  the  court  pricked  them  down 
for  foeriffs ,  which  difqualified  them  from  being  rechofen 
members  of  parliament;  of  this  number  were  Sir  Edzvard 
Coke ,  Sir  Robert  Philips ,  and  Sir  Thomas  Wentworth ,  after¬ 
wards  lord  Strafford .  The  houfes  met  Feb.  6,  1626,  and  fell 
immediately  upon  grievances.  A  committee  for  religion  wars 
appointed,  of  which  Mr.  Pym  was  chairman,  wdio  examined 
Mr.  Montague’s  writings,  (viz.)  his  Gag ,  his  Appeal ,  and  his 
treatife  of  the  Invocation  of  the  Saints ;  out  of  which  they  col¬ 
lected  feveral  opinions  contrary  to  the  book  of  homilies  and 
the  thirty-nine  articles,  which  they  reported  to  the  houfe;  as, 

1.  “  That  he  maintained  the  church  of  Rome  is,  and  ever 
“  was,  a  true  church,  contrary  to  the  fixteenth  homily  of 
“  the  church  of  England. 

cc  2.  That  the  faid  church  had  ever  remained  firm  upon 
“  the  fame  foundation  of  facraments  and  doCtrine  inftituted 
66  by  God. 

3.  That  fpeaking  of  the  doCtrines  of  faith ,  hope ,  and 
ci  charity ,  he  affirmed  that  none  of  thefe  are  controverted  be- 
tween  the  papiits  and  proteflants;  but  that  the  contro- 

*  C:  The  manufcript  coronation-book,  which  the  king  held  in  his  hand, 
“  and  which  is  hill  in  being,”  fays  Dr.  Grey ,  “  proves  that  the  words 
(S  were  no:  fpoken  by  Laud,  but  by  the  archbiihop.”  Ed. 

verted 
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«  verted  points  are  of  a'leffer  and  inferior  nature,  of  which 

a  man  may  be  ignorant  without  any  danger  of  his  ioul. 

4.  44  That  he  maintained  the  ufe  of  images,  for  inftruc- 
46  tion  of  the  ignorant,  and  exciting  devotion. 

5.  46  That  in  his  treatife  of  the  Invocation  of  Saints ,  he 
«  affirmed  that  fome  faints  have  a  peculiar  patronage,  cuf- 
44  tody,  proteftion,  and  power,  (as  angels  have)  over  certain 
44  perfons  and  countries. 

6.  44  That  in  his  Appeal  he  maintained  that  men  juftified 
44  may  fall  away  from  grace,  and  may  recover  again,  but 
44  not  certainly  nor  neceffarily. 

7.  44  That  the  faid  R.  Montague  has  endeavoured  to  raife 
44  faftions  among  the  king’s  fubjefts,  by  carting  the  odious 
44  and  fcandalous  name  of  Puritans  upon  thofe  who  conform 
44  to  the  doftrine  and  ceremonies  of  the  church.  That  he 
44  fcoffed  at  preaching,  at  leftures,  and  all  fhews  of  religion  ; 
44  and,  that  the  defign  of  his  book  was  apparently  to  recon- 
44  cile  the  church  of  England  with  the  fee  of  Rome.”* 

In  what  manner  the  commons  defigned  to  profecute  this 
impeachment  is  uncertain,  for  Montague  was  not  brought  to 
his  defence,  the  king  having  intimated  again  to  the  houfe, 
that  their  proceedings  againft  him  without  his  leave,  was 
difpleafmg  to  him;  that  as  to  their  holding  him  to  bail,  he 
thought  his  fervants  might  have  the  fame  protection  as  an 
ordinary  burgefs,  and  therefore  he  would  take  the  caufe  into 
his  own  hands;  and  foon  after  diffolved  the  parliament.! 

Though  the  Arminian  controverfy  was  thus  wrefted  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  parliament,  it  was  warmly  debated  with¬ 
out  doors;  Montague  was  attacked  in  print  by  Dr.  Carleton , 
bifliop  of  Chichefter;  Dr.  Sutliffe ,  dean  of  Exeter;  Dr. 
Featly ,  Dr.  Goad ,  Mr.  Ward ,  Burton ,  Tate Wotton ,  Prynne , 

*  Rufhworth,  vol.  i.  p.  213, — 215. 

f  Dr.  Grey  adds  here,  that  “  yet  the  king  thought  fit  to  call  Ills  book 
iC  in.’5  The  do6tor  fays  this  on  the  authority  of  Rujkwortb ;  whofe  fur¬ 
ther  account  of  the  proceeding  fhould  be  laid  before  the  reader.  “  Ere  this 

proclamation  was  publifhed,,,  fays  he,  the  books  were  for  the  moft  part 
<f  vented  and  out  of  danger  of  feizure,  and  the  fupprefling  of  all  writing 
“  and  preaching  in  anfwer  thereunto  was  (it  feems  by  fome)  the  thing  mainly 
“  intended;  for  the  feveral  anfwers  were  all  fuppreffed,  and  divers  of  the 

printers  queftioned  by  the  high  commiflion.” 

Rufhworth,  vol.  iL  p.647.  Ed. 

and 
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and  Fran .  Roufe,  efq;  &c.  Conferences  Were  appointed  to 
debate  the  point.  Of  the  pojftbility  of  the  eled's  falling  from 
grace.*  One  was  at  York-Houfe,  Feb.  n,  1625-6,  before 
tiie  duke  of  Buckingham,  earl  of  Warwick,  and  other  lords ; 
Oi .  Buckeridge  bilhop  or  R ochelter,  and  Or.  White  dean  of 
Carlille,  being  on  one  fide;  and  Dr.  Moreton  bilhop  of  Co¬ 
ventry,  and  Dr.  Prejlon,  on  the  other.  ;  The  fuccefs  of  the 
difpute  is  varioufly  related;  but  the  earl  of  Pembroke  faid, 
that  none  went  from  thence  Arminians ,  fave  thofe  who 
came  thither  with  the  fame  opinions.  Soon  after,  Feb.  1 7th, 
there  was  a  fecond  conference  in  the  fame  place,  Dr.  White 
and  Mr.  Montague  on  one  fide,  and  Dr.  Moreton  and  Prefton 
on  the  other;f  Dr.  Prejlon  carried  it  clear  at  firft,  by  divi¬ 
ding  his  adverfaries,  who  quickly  perceiving  their  error, 
united  their  forces  (fays  my  author)  in  a  joint*  oppofition  to 
him;  but  upon  the  whole,  thefe  conferences  ferved  rather 
to  increafe  the  differences  than  abate  them.  The  king 
therefore  lffued  out  a  proclamation,  containing  very  exprefs 
commands  not  to  preach  or  difpute  upon  the  controverted 
points  of  Arminianifm.  It  was  dated  Jan.  24,  1626,  and 
fets  forth,  “  That  the  king  will  admit  of  no  innovation  in 
the  do&rine,  difcipline,  or  government  of  the  church, 
“  and  therefore  charges  all  his  fubje&s,  and  efpecially  the 
clergy,  not  to  publifh  or  maintain  in  preaching  or  writing, 
any  new  inventions  or  opinions,  contrary  to  the  faid  doc- 
“  trine  and  difcipline  eftablifhed  by  law,  affuring  them  that 
cc  his  majefty  will  proceed  againft  all  offenders  againft  this 
“  order,  with  all  that  feverity  their  contempt  (hall  deferve, 
cc  that  by  the  exemplary  punifhment  of  a  few,  others  may  be 
warned  againft  falling  under  the  juft  indignation  of  their 
“  fovereign.”! 

One  would  have  thought  this  proclamation  to  be  in  fa¬ 
vour  of  Calvinifrn ,  but  the  execution  of  it  being  in  the  hands 
of  Laud ,  and  the  bifhops  of  his  party,  the  edge  was  turned 
againft  the  puritans,  and  it  became  (fays  Rujhworth ,§)  the 
flopping  of  their  mouths,  and  gave  an  uncontrouled  liberty 

*  Prynne’s  Cant.  Doom,  p.  158-9;  Fuller,  b.  xi.  p.  124. 

[  f  Fuller,  b.  xi.  p.  1 25.  J  Rulliworth,  vol.  i.  p.  416.  Bib.  Regia. 

§  Rufhvyorth,  p,  427  ;  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  258,  folio  ed. 
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to  the  tongues  and  pens  of  the  Arminian  party.  Others 
were  of  opinion  that  Laud  and  Neile  procured  this  injunc¬ 
tion,  in  order  to  have  an  opportunity  to  opprefs  the  Calvi - 
nifts  who  (hould  venture  to  break  it,  while  tlm  difobedience 
of  the  contrary  party  (hould  be  winked  at.  1  he  puritans 
thought  they  might  hill  write  in  defence  of  the  received 
do&rine  of  the  thirty-nine  articles;  but  the  prefs  being  in  the 
hands  of  their  adverfaries,  lome  of  their  books  were  fup- 
prelfed,  fome  were  cahrated,  and  others  that  got  abroad 
were  called  in,-]*  and  the  authors  and  publishers  queftioned 
in  the  har-chamber  and  high-commiffion,  for  engaging  in  a 
controverfy  prohibited  by  the  government,  by  thefe  me¬ 
thods  effectual  care  was  taken,  that  the  puritan  and  Calvi- 
nian  writers  (hould  do  their  adverfaries  no  harm ;  bifhop 
Laud  with  two  or  three  of  his  chaplains,  undertaking  to 
judge  of  truth  and  error,  civility  and  good  manners,  lor  all 
the  wife  and  great  men  of  the  nation,  in  doing  of  which  they 
were  fo  (hamefully  partial,  that  learning  and  induftry  were 
difcouraged,  men  of  gravity  and  great  experience  not  being 
able  to  perfuade  themfelves  to  Submit  their  labours  to  be 
mangled  and  torn  in  pieces  by  a  few  younger  divines,  who 
were  both  judges  and  parties  in  the  affair.  At  length  the 
bookfellers  being  almoft  ruined,  preferred  a  petition  to  the 
next  parliament];  [1628,]  complaining,  that  the  writings  of 
their  bed  authors  were  (tided  in  the  prefs,  while  tne  books 
of  their  adverfaries  [[papifts  and  ArminiansJ  were  published 
and  Spread  over  the  whole  kingdom.  T  hus  Cheney’s  Col- 
lettiones  Theologies ,  an  Arminian  and  popifh  performance. 
Was  licenfed,  when  the  learned  Dr.  Lwijfe’ s  anfwer  to  Amu- 
nius ,  though  written  in  Larin,  was  flopped  in  the  prefs.  ||  Mr. 
Montague’ s  book,  entitled,  God’s  Love  to  Mankind ,  was  li¬ 
cenfed  and  publiffied,  when  Dr.  Twijfe’ s  reply  to  the  fame 
book  was  fuppreffed.  Many  affidavits  of  this  kind  were 
made  againft  Laud  at  his  trial,  by  the  mod  famous  Calvi- 
niftical  writers,  as  will  be  feen  hereafter. 

The  cafe  was  juft  the  fame  with  regard  to  books  againft 
popery;  the  queen  and  the  Roman-catholicks  muft  not  be 
infulted,  and  therefore  all  oftenfive  pafiages,  inch  as  calling 


f  Pr.ynne,  p.  158-9.  t  Ruftiworth,  vol.  i.  p.  667. 

\\  Prynne,  p.  1 66,  167,  &c. 
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the  pope  antkbrijt,  the  church  of  Rome  no  true  church ,  and 
eveiy  thing  tending  to  expofe  images  in  churches,  crucifixes 
penance ,  ciur  icular  confejjion ,  and  popifh  abfolution ,  mult  be 
expunged.  Sir  Edward  Deering  compares  the  licenfers  of 
the  pre/s  to  the  managers  of  the  /W**  expurgatorius  amoim 
tne  papifts,  who  clip  the  tongues  of  fuch  witnefies  whofo 
evidences  they  do  not  like;  in  like,  manner  (fays  he)  our 
C6  1^enfe1rs  fuPPrefs  the  truth,  while  popilh  pamphlets  fly 
cum  privilegio ;  nay,  they  are  fo  bold  as  to  deface 
„  the  m°it  learned  labours  of  our  ancient  and  beA  divines. 
Lut  herein  the  Roman  index  is  better  than  ours ,  that  they 
approve  of  their  own  eflabliflied  doctrines;  but  our  inno¬ 
vators  alter  our  fettled  doctrines,  and  fuperinduce  points 

repugnant  and  contrary.  Ihis  I  do  affirm,  and  can  take 
upon  myfelf  to  prove.” 

,  Terrible  were  the  triumphs  of  arbitrary  power  over 
tne  liberty  and  property  of  the  fubject,  in  the  intervals  be¬ 
tween  this  and  the  fucceeding  parliament;  gentlemen  of  birth 
and  chai after,  who  refufed  to  lend  what  money  the  council 
z  was  pleafed  to  aflefs  them,  were  taken  out  of  their  houfes 
and  imprifoned  at  a  great  diAance  from  their  habitations;* 
among  thefe  were  Sir  Thomas  Wentworth ,  Sir  Walter  Earle , 
^yccjotm  St  range  ways ,  Sir  Thomas  Grantham ,  Sir  Harbottle 
G;  imjlonc^  John  Hampden^  efq;  and  others;  fome  were  con- 
'  fined  *n  tlle  Fleet,  the  Marfhalfea,  the  Gatehoufe,  and  other 
priions  about  London,  as  Sir  John  Elliot ,  Mr.  Selden,  &c. 

Upon  the  whole,  tnere  were  imprifoned  by  order  of  coun¬ 
cil,  ^nineteen  knights,  thirteen  efquires,  and  four  gentlemen, 
in  the  county  gaols;  three  knights,  one  efquire,  and  four 
wealthy  citizens  in  the  Fleet,  bolides  great  numbers  in  other 
places.  ^  1  iiofe  or  the  lower  fort  who  refufed  to  lend  w7ere 
prefled  ror  the  army,  or  had  foldiers  quartered  upon  them, 
who  by  their  infolent  behaviour  diAurbed  the  peace  of  fami- 
hec,  and  committed  frequent  felonies,  burglaries,  rapines, 
murders,  and  other-  barbarous  cruelties,  infomuch  that  the 
highways  were  dangerous  to 'travel,  and  the  markets  unfre¬ 
quented.  1  he  king  would  have  borrowed  one  hundred 
thou  fan  d  pounds  of  the  city  of  London,  but  they  excufed 
inemfelves.  However,  his  majeAy  got  a  round  fum  of  money 
*  Rulhworth,  vol.  i.  p.  426,  43 2,  435,  495. 
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from  the  papifts,  by  iffuing  a  commiflion  to  the  archbilhop 
of  York/ to  compound  with  them  for  all  their  forfeitures 
that  had'  been  due  for  recufancy,  fince  the  tenth  of  king 
James  I.  or  that  fliould  be  due  hereafter.  By  this  fatal  po¬ 
licy,  (fays  the  noble  hiftorian)  men  well  affefted  to  the  hier¬ 
archy,  though  enemies  to  arbitrary  power,  were  obliged  to 
fide  with  the  puritans  to  fave  the  nation,  and  enable  them  to 

oppofe  the  defigns  of  the  court. 

To  convince  the  people  that  it  was  their  duty  to  fubmit 
to  the  loan,  the  clergy  were  employed  to  preach  up  the  doc¬ 
trines  of  paffive-obedience  and  non-refiftance,  and  to  pi  ove 
that  the  abfolute  fubmiffion  of  fubjefts  to  the  royal  will  and 
pleafure,  was  the  doftrine  of  holy  fcripture;*  among  thofe 
was  Dr.  Sibthorp ,  a  man  of  mean  parts,  but  of  fordid  ambi¬ 
tion,  who  in  his  fermon  at  the  Lent  affizes  at  Northampton, 
from  Rom.  xiii,  7,  told  the  people,  44  that  if  princes  com- 
46  manded  any  thing  which  fubjefts  might  not  perform,  be- 
“  caufe  it  is  againft  the  laws  of  God  or  of  nature,  or  impof- 
44  fible,  yet  fubjefts  are  bound  to  undergo  the  punilhment, 
44  without  refilling,  or  railing,  or  reviling;  and  fo  to  yield  a 
44  paffive  obedience  where  they  cannot  yield  an  active  one/ 
Dr.  Manwaring  went  further,  in  two  fermon s  preached  be¬ 
fore  the  king  at  Oatlands,  and  publiflied  under  the  title  of 
religion  and  allegiance .  He  fays,  44  The  king  is  not  bound 
44  to  obferve  the  laws  of  the  realm,  concerning  the  fubje&’s 
44  rights  and  liberties,  but  that  his  royal  will  and  pleafure,  in 
44  impofmg  taxes  without  confent  of  parliament,  doth  oblige 
44  the  fubjeft’s  confcience  on  pain  of  damnation  ;  and  that 
44  thofe  who  refufe  obedience,  tranfgrefs  the  laws  of  God, 
44  infult  the  king^s  fupreme  authority,  t  and  are  guilty  of  im- 
44  piety,  difloyalty,  and  rebellion.  That  the  authority  of 
44  both  houfes  of  parliament  is  not  neceffary  for  the  railing 
44  aids  and  fubfidies,  as  not  fuitable  to  the  exigencies  of  the 
44  ftate.”  Thefe  were  the  doftrines  of  the  court;  44  which 
44  (fays  the  noble  hiftorian)  were  very  unfit  for  the  place, 
44  and  very  fcandalous  for  the  perfons,  who  prefumed  often 
44  to  determine  things  out  of  the  verge  of  their  own  profef- 
44  fion,  and  in  ordine  ad  fpiritualia ,  gave  unto  Cafar  that 
14  that  which  did  not  belong  to  him.” 


*  Rufiiworth,  p.  426,  440. 
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1  bleated  his  fermon  to  the  king,  and  carried  it 

prete  7  'F  “«"M"  "h“  hoSlld 

^  t  •  ^or  which  he  was  fufpended  from  all  his 

orCFoerP/COPa  fUn/?i0nf  ’  °rdered  t0  retire  t0  Canterbury 

terburv  ’  VTT1  ^healthy  place,  five  miles  beyond  Can- 
teroury.  The  fermon  was  then  carried  to  the  billion  of 

London  who  hcenfed  and  recommended  it  as  a  fermon 

doar-mhfttf-refy  {reafi’  aSreeable  to  the  indent 
dcdnne  of  toe  primitive  church,  both  for  faith  and  good  man- 

r.e,s  and  to  the  ejlablifhed  doctrine  of  the  church  of  England. 

Archbilhop  Abbot  had  been  out  of  favour  for  feme  time, 

became  he  would  not  give  up  the  laws  and  liberties  of  his 

ounti  ^  nor  ti-eat  the  great  duke  of  Buckingham  with  that 

fervile  i ubmifiion  that  he  expected.*  Heylin  fays,  the  kin? 
was  difpleafed  with  him  for  being  too  favourable  to  the 
puritans,  and  too  remifs  in  his  government;  and  that  for 
this  reafon  he  feized  his  jurifdi&ion,  and  put  it  into  hands 
more  difpofed  to  aft  with  feverity.  Fuller  fays,+  that  a  com- 
million  was  granted  to  five  bilhops,  whereof  Laud  was  one, 
to  Impend  him  for  cajual  homicide  that  he  had  committed 
feven  years  before,  and  of  which  he  had  been  cleared  by 
commillioners  appointed  to  examine  into  the  faft  in  the  remn 
o  king  James ;  befides,  his  grace  had  a  royal  difpenfation  'to 

-  Pr°!r!  the.  canons’  ancl  had  ever  fince  exercifed  his 

jurnmftion  without  interruption,  even  to  the  confecrating  of 

Laud  himfelf  to  a  bilhoprick.  But  the  commiffion  mentions 
no  cauie  or  his  fufpeniion,  and  only  takes  notice,  that  the 
archbijhop  cannot  at  prefent,  in  his  own  perfon,  attend  the  Cer¬ 
vices  which  are  otherwife  proper  for  his  connufance  and  fur  if-  ■ 
diction.  But  why  could  he  not  attend  them?  Becaufe  his 
majelty  had  commanded  him  to  retire,  for  refilling  to  licenfe 
bibtborp  s  fermon.  _  The  blame  of  this  feverity  fell  upon 
Laud,  as  if,  not  having  patience  to  wait  for  the  reverend  old 
pi  date  s  death,  he  was  ddirous  to  flep  into  the  archiepifco- 
pal  chair  while  he  was  alive;  for  no  fooner  was  Abbot  fuf¬ 
pended,  than  his  jurifdi&ion  was  put  into  the  hands  of  five 
bilhops  by  commiffion,  of  whom  Laud  was  the  chief. 


*  Rufn worth,  vol.  i.  p.  6i,  435.  Collyer,  p.  742. 
f  Church  Hiftory,  b.  xi.  p.  1 27. 
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There  was  another  prelate  that  gave  the  court  fome  un- 
eafinefs,  (viz.)  Dr.  Williams  bifliop  of  Lincoln,  late  lord- 
keeper  of  the  great  feal,  who  being  in  difgrace  retired  to 
his  diocefe,  and  became  very  popular  among  his  clergy.* 
He  declared  againft  the  loan,  and  fell  in  with  the  puritans 
and  country  party,  infomuch  that  Sir  John  Lamb  and  Dr. 
Sibthorp  informed  the  council,  that  they  were  grieved  to  fee 
the  bifliop  of  Lincoln  give  place  to  unconformable  minifters, 
when  he  turned  his  back  upon  thofe  who  were  conformable; 
that  the  puritans  ruled  all  with  him;  and  that  divers  of  them 
in  Leicefterfhire  being  convened  before  the  commiflaries,  his 
lordfhip  would  not  admit  proceedings  to  be  had  againft 
them.  That  they  [the  commiflaries  for  the  high  commiflion] 
had  informed  the  bifliop  then  at  Bugden,  of  feveral  of  the 
fa&ious  puritans  in  his  diocefe  who  would  not  come  up  to 
the  table  to  receive  the  communion  kneeling;  of  their  keep¬ 
ing  unlawful  fafts  and  meetings;  that  one  faft  held  from 
eight  in  the  morning  till  nine  at  night;  and  that  colleftions 
for  money  were  made  without  authority,  upon  pretence  for 
the  Palatinate:  that  therefore  they  had  defired  leave  from 
the  bifliop  to  proceed  againft  them  ex  officio  ;  but  the  bifliop 
replied,  that  he  would  not  meddle  againft  the  puritans,  that 
for  his  part  he  expefted  not  another  biflioprick  ;  they  might 
complain  of  them  if  they  would  to  the  council-table ,  for  he 
was  under  a  cloud  already.  He  had  the  duke  of  Bucking* 
ham  for  his  enemy,  and  therefore  would  not  draw  the  pu¬ 
ritans  upon  him,  for  he  was  fure  they  would  carry  all  things 
at  lajl .  Befides,  he  faid,  the  king,  in  the  firft  year  of  his 
reign,  had  given  anfwer  to  a  petition  of  the  lower  houfe  at 
Oxford  in  favour  of  the  puritans. 

It  appeared  by  the  information  of  others,  that  Lamb  and 
Sibthorp  prefled  the  bifliop  again  to  proceed  againft  the  pu¬ 
ritans  in  Leicefterfhire;  that  the  bifliop  then  alked  them, 
what  fort  of  people  they  were,  and  of  what  condition  ?  To 
which  Sir  John  La?nb  replied,  in  the  prefence  of  Dr.  Sibthorp , 
that  they  feemed  to  the  world  to  be  fuch  as  would  not 
fwear,  whore,  nor  be  drunk,  but  yet  they  would  lye, 
cozen,  and  deceive;  that  they  would  frequently  hear  two 
fermons  a  day,  and  repeat  the  fame  again  too,  and  after- 

*  Rufhwortb,  vqI.  i.  p.  424-5. 
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wards^  pray,  and  that  fometimes  they  Would  fall  all  day 

'1  * .  "^^en  c^e  bifliop  alked  whether  the  places  where 

thole  puritans  were,  did  lend  money  freely  upon  the  collec¬ 
tion  for  the  loan?  To  which  Sir  John  Lamb  and  Dr.  Sibthorp 
replied  that  they  did.  Then  faid  the  bifliop,  no  man  of  dis¬ 
cretion  can  fay,  that  that  place  is  a  place  of  puritans:  For 
my  part  (faid  the  bifliop)  I  am  not  fatisfied  to  give  way  to 
proceedings  againfi  them;  at  which  Sibthorp  was  much  dif. 
contented,  and  faid  he  was  troubled  to  fee  that  the  church 
w  as  no  better  legarded.  Fhis  information  being  tranfmitted 
to  the  council,  was  fealed  up  for  the  prefent,  but  was  after¬ 
wards,  with  fome  other  matters,  produced  againft  his  lord- 
fhip  in  the  ftar-chamber,  as  will  be  feen  hereafter. 

Though  the  king  was  at  war  with  Spain,  and  with  the 
fioufe  of  Auflria,  and  (if  I  may  be  allowed  to  fay  it)  with  his 
ewn  fubjefts ;  though  he  had  no  money  in  his  Exchequer , 
and  was  at  the  greatefl  lofs  how  to  raife  any;  yet  he  buffered 
himfelf  to  be  prevailed  with  to  enter  into  a  new  war  with 
France,  under  the  colour  of  maintaining  the  proteflant  re¬ 
ligion  m  that  country,  without  fo  much  as  thinking  of  ways 
and  means  to  lupport  it.  But  when  one  confiders  the  cha- 
TJc.ici  of  this  king  and  his  miniffry,  it  is  hard  to  believe  that 
this  could  be  the  real  motive  of  the  war;  for  his  majefty  and 
the  whole  court  had  a  mortal  averfion  to  the  French  hugo- 
nots.*  Buckingham  had  no  religion  at  all ;  Wejlon  and  Conway 
were  catholicks;  Laud  and  Neile  thought  there  was  no  fal- 
vation  for  proteflants  out  of  the  church  of  England;  how 
then  can  it  be  fuppofed  that  they  fliould  make  war  in  defence 
of  a  religion  for  which  they  had  the  utmofl  contempt?  Lord 
Clarendon  fays,  the  war  was  owing  to  Buckingham’s  difap- 
pointment  in  his  amours  at  the  French  court;f  but  it  is 
more  likely  he  advifed  it  to  keep  up  the  mifunderflandings 
between  the  king  and  his  parliaments,  by  continuing  the  ne- 
ceility  of  raffing  money  by  extraordinary  methods,  upon 
which  his  credit  and  reputation  depended.  War  being  de¬ 
clared,  the  queen's  domefticks  were  fent  home,  and  a  fleet 
veas  fitted  out,  which  made  a  fruitlefs  defcent  upon  the  ifle 
of  Rhee,  under  the  conduft  of  the  duke  of  Buckingham , 

*  Rapm,  vol.  if  p.  2 60,  folio  edit.  f  Vol.  i.  p.  38-9. 
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with  the  lofs  of  five  thoufand  men.  This  raifed  a  world  of 
complaints  and  murmurs  againft  the  duke,  and  obliged  the 
weak  and  unhappy  king  to  try  the  experiment  of  another 
parliament,  which  was  appointed  to  meet  IVtaich  17,  1627-8. 

As  foon  as  this  refolution  was  taken  in  council,  orders 
were  difpatched  to  all  parts  of  the  kingdom,  to  releafe  the 
gentlemen  imprifoned  for  the  loan,  to  the  number  of  feventy- 
eight,  moft  of  whom  were  chofen  members  for  the  enfuing 
parliament.  In  the  mean  time,  his  majefty  went  on  with 
railing  money  by  excife;  and  inltead  of  palliating  and  foft- 
ening  the  miftakes  of  his  government,  put  on  an  air  of  high 
fovereignty,  and  told  his  parliament,  that  if  they  did  not  pro- 
,  vide  for  the  neceffities  of  the  ftate,  he  fhould  ufe  thofe  other 
means  that  God  had  put  into  his  hands,  to  fave  that  which 
the  follies  of  other  men  would  hazard.  cc  Take  not  this 
“  (fays  his  majefty)  as  a  threatning,  for  I  fcorn  to  threaten 
“  my  inferiors,!  but  as  an  admonition  from  him,  who  by 
66  nature  and  duty,  has  moft  care  of  your  prefervation  and 
“  profperity.”* 

But  the  parliament,  not  being  awed  by  this  language,  be- 
gan  with  grievances ;  and  though  they  voted  five  fubfidies, 
they  refufed  to  carry  the  bill  through  the  houfe,  ’till  they 
had  obtained  the  royal  afifent  to  their  petition  of  right* 
which  aflerted,  among  others,  the  following  claims  contained 
in  Magna  Charta : 

1.  That  no  freeman  {hall  be  detained  in  prifon  by  the 
king  and  privy  council,  without  the  caufe  of  commitment  be 
expreffed,  for  which  by  law  he  ought  to  be  detained. 

2.  That  an  Habeas  Corpus  ought  not  to  be  denied,  where 
the  lav/  allows  it. 

3.  That  no  tax,  loan,  or  benevolence,  fhall  be  impofed 
without  aft  of  parliament. 

f  “  Any  but  equals.”  Rufhworth.  Dr.  Grey ,  who  gives  this  correction, 
quotes  other  paflhges  from  the  king’s  fpeech  with  a  view  to  foften  Mr. 
Neal’s  reprefentation  of  it ;  but  with  little  propriety  ;  for  though  he  ex- 
preffes  <f  a  hope  of  being  laid  under  fuch  obligations  as  would  tie  him  by 
“  way  of  thankfulnefs  to  meet  them  often,”  the  whole  wears  the  fame  air 
of  fovereignty  as  the  paffage  above.  It  is  more  in  the  tone  of  an  angry 
monarch  to  his  offending  fubjeCls,  than  of  a  conjlitutional  king  of  England 
to  his  parliament.  Ed. 

*  Rufhworth,  vol.  i.  p.  4 Bo. 
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4.  lhat  no  man  fhall  be  fore-judged  of  life  or  limb  or 
be  exiled  or  dellroyed,  but  by  the  judgment  of  his  peers 
aecordmg  to  the  laws  of  the  land,  or  by  a  ft  of  parliament.  ’ 

1  he  king  gave  the  royal  alTent  to  this  bill  in  the  mod 
ampie  manner,  which  I  mention,  that  the  reader  may  remem¬ 
ber  what  regard  his  majefty  paid  to  it  in  the  twelve  fucceed- 
Jng  years  of  his  reign. 

In  the  mean  time,  the  houfe  of  lords  went  upon  Man- 
•tvaring’s  fermons  already  mentioned,  and  paffed  the  follow¬ 
ing  fentence  upon  the  author;  that  he  be  imprifoned  during 
fleajure,  and  be  fined  one  thoufand  founds;  that  he  make  his 
Jubmijjton  at  the  bar  of  the  houfe ,  and  be  fufpended  from  his 
minijiry  for  three  years;  that  he  be  difable d  for  ever  from 
peaching  at  court ,  be  incapable  of  any  eccleftajlical  or  fecular 
f  referment,  and  that  his  fermons  be  burnt  in  London ,  and  both 
universities*  Purfuant  to  this  fentence,  Manwaring  appeared 
upon  his  knees  at  the  bar  of  the  houfe,  June  23,  [1628I 
and  made  an  ample  acknowledgment  and  fubmiffion,  craving 
pardon  of  God,  the  king,  the  parliament,  and  the  whole 
commonwealth,  in  words  drawn  up  by  a  committee!  But 
the  houfes  were  no  fooner  rifen,  than  his  fine  was  remitted, 
and  himfeif  preferred  firlt  to  the  living  of  Stamford-Rivers’ 
with  a  difpenfation  to  hold  St.  Giles’s  in  the  fields,  then  to 

the  deanery  of  Worcefter,  and  after  fome  time  to  the  bifhop- 
rick  of  St.  David’s. 


Within  a  montn  after  this,  [jAugufl  22,]  Montague  was 
promoted  to  the  bilhoprick  of  Chichefter,  while  he  lay  under 
the  cenfure  of  parliament.  At  his  confecration  at  Bow- 
church,  Mr.  Jones ,  a  ffationer  of  London,  flood  up,  and 
excepted  again!!  his  qualification  for  a  bilhoprick,  becaufe 
the  parliament  had  voted  him  incapable  of  any  preferment 
in  the  church;  but  his  exceptions  were  over-ruled,  noticing 
delivered  in  by  a  proctor;  though  Jones  averred  that  he 
-could  not  prevail  with  any  one  to  appear  for  him,  though 
he  offered  them  their  fees:  So  the  confecration  proceeded. 

Siaiijcrp,  the  other  incendiary,  was  made  prebendary  or 
Peterborough,  and  re&or  of  Burton-Latimer  in  Wiltfhire; 
though  tiie  Oxford  oillorianj-  confeffeth  he  had  nothing  to 
recommend  him  but  forwardnefs  and  fervile  flattery. 


Ruflnvor th,  v.  i.  p.  601,  612-1 3.  -j-  Athens  Oxon.  v.  i.  p.  1 80. 
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While  the  money  bill  was  going  through  the  houfe  of 
lords,  the  commons  were  bufy  in  drawing  up  a  remonflrance 
of  the  grievances  of  the  nation,  with  a  petition  for  redrefs : 
But  as  foon  as  the  king  had  obtained  his  money,  he  came  to 
the  houfe  June  26,  and  prorogued  the  parliament,  firft  to 
the  20th  of  Oftober,  and  then  to  the  26th  of  January. 
The  commons  being  difappointed  of  prefenting  their  remon- 
ftrance,  difperfed  it  through  the  nation;  but  the  king  called 
it  in,  and  after  fome  time  publilhed  an  anfwer  drawn  up  by 
bifhop  Land ,  as  was  proved  againft  him  at  his  trial. 

The  remonflrance  was  dated  June  11,  and  befides  the  civil 
grievances  of  billeting  foldiers,  &c.  complains  with  regard 
to  religion, 

1.  Of  the  great  increafe  of  popery,  by  the  laws  not  being 
put  in  execution;  by  conferring  honours  and  places  of  com¬ 
mand  upon  papifls;  by  ifluing  out  commiffions  to  compound 
for  their  recufancy,  and  by  permitting  mafs  to  be  faid  openly 
at  Denmark-houfe  and  other  places. 

The  anfwer  denies  any  noted  increafe  of  popery,  or  that 
there  is  any  caufe  to  fear  it.  As  for  compositions,  they  are 
for  the  increafe  of  his  majefty’s  profit,  and  for  returning  that 
into  his  purfe,  which  the  connivance  of  inferior  officers  might 
perhaps  divert  another  way. 

2.  The  remonflrance  complains  of  the  difcountenancing 
orthodox  and  painful  minifters,  though  conformable  and 
peaceable  in  their  behaviour,  infomuch  that  they  are  hardly 
permitted  to  lefture  where  there  is  no  conflant  preaching. 
—That  their  books  are  prohibited,  when  thofe  of  their  ad- 
verfaries  are  licenfed  and  publifhed. — That  the  bifhops  Neile 
and  Laud  are  juftly  fufpefted  of  arminianifm  and  popiih 
errors;  and  that  this  being  the  way  to  church  preferment, 
many  fcholars  bend  the  courfe  of  their  ftudies  to  main¬ 
tain  them. 

The  anfwer  denies  the  diftrefling  or  difcountenancing  o-0od 
preachers ,  if  they  be,  as  they  are  called,  goody  but  affirms, 
that  it  was  neceffary  to  prohibit  their  books,  becaufe  fome 
whom  the  remonflrance  calls  orthodox,  had  aflumed  an  in. 

fufferable  licence  in  printing. - That  great  wrong  was  done 

to  the  two  eminent  prelates  mentioned,  without  any  proof: 
For  Should  they  or  any  others  attempt  innovation  of  reli¬ 
gion 

\ 
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gion  (fays  his  majefly)  we  fhould  quickly  take  order  with 
them,  without  flaying  for  the  remonflrance ;  and  as  for 
church  preferments,  we  will  always  bellow  them  as  the  re¬ 
ward  of  merit;  but  as  the  preferments  are  ours,  we  will  be 
judge,  and  not  be  taught  by  a  remonflrance. 

3.  The  renwiftrance  complains  of  the  growth  of  armini- 
anifm,  as  a  cunning  way  to  bring  in  popery. 

The  anfwer  fays,  this  is  a  great  wrong  to  ourfelf  and  go¬ 
vernment;  for  our  people  mull  not  be  taught  by  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  remonflrance,  or  any  other  way,  that  we  are  fo 
Ignorant  of  truth,  or  fo  carelefs  of  the  profelfion  of  it,  that 
any  opinion  or  faftion  Ihould  thruft  itfelf  fo  fall  into  our  do¬ 
minions  without  our  knowledge.  This  is  a  mere  dream,  and 
would  make  our  loyal  people  believe  we  are  afleep. 

But  the  following  letter,  written  at  this  time  by  a  jefuit  in 
England,  to  the  re&or  of  the  college  at  BruHels,  fufficiently 
fupports  the  parliament’s  charge,  and  fhews  how  armini- 
anifm  and  popery,  which  have  no  natural  connexion,  came 
to  be  united  at  this  time  againll  the  protellant  religion,  and 
the  liberties  of  England. 

66  Let  not  the  damp  of  aflonifhment  feize  upon  your  ar^ 

dent  and  zealous  foul,  (fays  the  jefuit)  in  apprehending 
cc  the  unexpefted mailing  of  a  parliament;  we  [the  papifts] 
64  have  not  oppofed,  but  rather  furthered  it.— — 

“  You  mull  know  the  conncil  is  engaged  to  affift  the  king 
“  by  way  of  prerogative,  in  cafe  the  parliament  fail.  You 
€4‘lhall  fee  this  parliament  will  referable  the  pelican,  which 
A4  takes  pleafure  to  dig  out  with  her  beak  her  own  bowels. 

44  The  elections  have  been  in  fuch  confufion  of  apparent 
44  faction,  as  that  which  we  were  wont  to  procure  with 
4C  much  art  and  inciuftry,  when  the  Spanilh  match  was  in 
44  treaty — - — 

46  We  have  now  many  firings  to  our  bowr,  and  have 
:44  flrongly  fortified  our  faftion,  and  have  added  two  bul- 
44  warks  more ;  for  when  king  (fames  lived,  he  wras  very 
44  violent  againll  ar  mini  anifm  ^  and  interrupted  our  flrong 
44  defigns  in  Holland. 


44  Now  we  have  planted  that  fovereign  drug  armini - 
44  anifm ,  which  we  hope  will  purge  the  proteftants  from 
44  their  herefy,  and  it  fiourifhes  and  bears  fruit  in  due  feafon. 
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“  The  materials  that  build  up  our  bulwark,  are  the  pro- 
“  jeftors  and  beggars  of  all  ranks  and  qualities ;  however, 
“  both  thefe  faftions  co-operate  to  deftroy  the  parliament, 
“  and  to  introduce  a  new  fpecies  and  form  of  government, 
“  which  is  oligarchy. 

“  Thefe  ferve  as  medium  and  inftruments  to  our  end, 
“  which  is  th cuniverfal  catholick  monarchy ;  our  foundation 
“  muff  be  mutation,  and  mutation  will  caufe  a  relaxation. — 

“We  proceed  now  by  counfel  and  mature  deliberation, 
“  how  and  when  to  work  upon  the  duke’s  [j Buckingham’s^ 
“  jealoufy  and  revenge;  and  in  this  we  give  the  honour  to 
“  thofe  that  merit  it,  which  are  the  church  catholicks. 

“  There  is  another  matter  of  confequence  which  we  mufl 
cc  take  much  into  our  confideration  and  tender  care,  which 
u  is  to  ftave  off  puritans ,  that  they  hang  not  in  the  duke’s 
“  ears:  They  are  an  impudent  fubtile  people,  and  it  is  to  be 
“  feared  left  they  fhould  negociate  a  reconciliation  between 
“  the  duke  and  the  parliament  a$£)xford  and  Weftminfter  ; 
“  but  now  we  affure  ourfelves,*  that  we  have  fo  handled 
“  the  matter,  that  both  the  duke  and  parliament  are  irre* 
“  concilable. 


“For  the  better  prevention  of  the  puritans,  the  arminians 
“  have  already  locked  up  the  duke’s  ears,  and  we  have 
“  thofe  of  our  own  religion  that  hand  continually  at  the 
“  duke’s  chamber,  to  fee  who  goes  in  and  out.  We  can- 
"  not  be  too  circumfpeft  and  careful  in  this  regard.  I  can¬ 
not  choofe  but  laugh  to  fee  how  fome  of  our  own  coat 
“  have  accoutred  themfelves;  and  it  is  admirable  how  in 
fpeech  and  geflure  they  aft  the  puritans.  The  Cambridge 
fcholars,  to  their  woeful  experience  {hall  fee,  we  can  aft 
the  puritans  a  little  better  than  they  have  done  the  jefuits. 
They  have  abufed  our  facred  patron  in  jcft,  but  we  will 
“  make  them  fmart  for  it  in  earned:. 

“  But  to  return  to  the  main  fabrick,  our  foundation  is 
“  ar mini anif niy  the  arminians  and  projeftors  affeft  muta- 
“  tion;  this  we  fecond  and  enforce  by  probable  arguments# 
“  We  lhew  how  the  king  may  free  himfelf  of  his  ward,  and 
“  raife  a  vaft  revenue  without  being  beholden  to  his  fubjefts, 
“  which  is  by  way  of  excife.  Then  our  church  catholicks 
“  {hew  the  means  how  to  fettle  the  excife,  which  mufl:  be  by 
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tw  a  mercenary  army  of  foreigners  and  Germans)  their  horfe 
cc  will  eat  up  the  country  where  they  come,  though  they  be 
u  well  paid,  much  more  if  they  be  not  paid.  The  army  is 
cc  to  confift  of  twenty  thoufand  foot,  and  two  thoufand  horfe; 

fo  that  if  the  country  rife  upon  fettling  the  excife,  as  pro- 
“  bably  they  will,  the  army  will  conquer  them,  and  pay 
“  themfelves  out  of  the  confifcation.  Our  defign  is  to  work 
“  the  proteftants  as  well  as  the  catholicks  to  welcome  in  a 
<c  conqueror.  We  hope  to  diffolve  trade,  to  hinder  the 
“  building  of  flapping,  and  to  take  away  the  merchant 
“  (hips,  that  they  may  not  eafily  light  upon  the  Wefblndia 
u  fleet,  &c.J3 

It  appears  from  this  letter,  that  Puritanism  was  the 
only  bulwark  of  the  conftitution,  and  of  the  proteftant  reli¬ 
gion,  againft  the  inroads  of  popery  and  arbitrary  power.* 

4.  1  o  go  on  with  the  parliament’s  remonftrance ,  which 
complains  further  of  the  miferable  condition  of  Ireland, 

g* 

*  Here  Dr.  Grey  afks,  “  Whence  does  this  appear  ?  Not  from  thole 
f(  words  in  the  fame  letter,  which  fhew  that  the  puritans  were  the  tools  which 

the  jefuits  defigned  to  make  ufe  of,  in  order  to  fubvertthe  conftitution  in 
“  the  church  and  ftate  ?”  The  reply  to  the  doCior  is,  that  the  truth  of  Mr. 
Neal's  remark  appears  from  thofe  paragraphs  of  the  letter,  in  which  are 
exprefled  ftrong  apprehenfions,  that  impediments  and  obftruclions  to  the 
views  and  fchemes  it  unfolds,  would  arife  from  the  puritans.  Nay,  the 
juftnels  of  the  remark  appears  from  the  words  which  Dr,  Grey  produces  as 
refuting  it.  For,  if  the  jefuits  afted  the  puritan,  could  it  be  with  a  ftneere 
defire  to  advance  the  influence  of  the  puritans,  and  promote  their  wiflies  l 
Could  it  be  with  any  other  defign  than  to  turn  againft  them  the  confidence 
into  which  by  this  means  they  infinuated  themfelves,  and  to  undermine  the 
reformation  by  increafing  divifions  and  fomenting  prejudices  againft  it? 
Of  this  the  colle&ion  of  papers,  called  £<  Foxes  and  Firebrands,’’  furnifhes 
evident  proofs.  Of  this  two  curious  letters  given  by  Dr.  Grey  from  the 
MSS.  of  Sir  Robert  Cotton ,  flirnifti  convincing  proofs.  Yet  the  dodftor 
again  afks,  cc  Can  Mr.  Neal ,  after  all,  be  fo  weak,  as  to  imagine  that  the 
*(  jefuits  would  have  put  on' the  puritan  guife,  in  order  to  have  ruined  the 
tc  conftitution,  had  the  puritans  been  the  only  bulwark  of  the  conftitution  ?” 
Weak  as  it  might  be  in  Mr.  Neal  to  imagine  it,  it  is  a  fatt  ;  that  they  did 
afliime  the  character  of  the  puritans  in  order  to  carry  thofe  purpofes,  to 
which  the  puritans  were  inimical.  Dr.  Grey ,  probably,  would  not  have 
thought  this  fo  weak  a  policy,  as  he  reprefents  it,  had  he  recollected  what  is 
faid  of  the  falfe  teachers  in  the  primitive  church ;  who  iC  transformed 
“  themfelves  into  the  apoftles  of  Chrift.”  Had  he  recolleCted,  that  it  is 
faid  of  fatan,  that  “  he  transformed  himfelf  into  an  angel  of  light;”  and 
this  to  overturn  thofe  interefts  of  truth  and  virtue,  of  which  the  former  knew 
that  the  latter  were  the  bulwark.  Ej>. 
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where  the  popifli  religion  is  openly  profeffed,  and  their 
ecclefiaftical  difeipline  avowed,  monafteries,  nunneries,  and 
other  religious  houfes  re-edified,  and  filled  with  men  and 
women  of  feveral  orders,  even  in  the  city  of  Dublin  itfelf. 

The  anfwer  fays,  that  the  proteftant  religion  is  not  in  a 
worfe  condition  than  queen  Elizabeth  left  it;  and  adds,  that 
it  is  a  difparagement  to  the  king’s  government  to  report  the 
building  of  religious  houfes  in  Dublin,  and  other  places, 
when  the  kin?  himfelf  had  no  account  of  it. 

o 

But  it  feems  the  parliament  knew  more  of  the  affairs  of 
Ireland  than  biihop  Laud ;  the  agents  for  that  kingdom  had 
reprefented  the  proteftant  religion  in  great  danger,  by  the 
fufpending  all  proceedings  againft  them  ever  fince  the  king 
came  to  the  crown ;  by  this  means  they  were  become  fo 
bold,  that  when  lord  Falkland  fummoned  their  chiefs  to 
meet  at  Dublin,  1626,  in  order  to  a  general  contribution  for 
defence  of  the  kingdom  againft  a  foreign  invafion,  they  de¬ 
clared  roundly,  that  they  would  contribute  nothing  without 
a  toleration,  and  liberty  to  build  religious  houfes ;  upon 
which  the  affembly  was  difmiffed.  This  awakened  the  pro¬ 
teftant  bifhops,  who  met  together,  and  figned  the  following 
proteftation,  November  26,  1626. 

“  THE  religion  of  papifts  is  fuperftitious  and  idola- 
cc  trous,  and  their  church  apoftatical;  to  give  them  there- 
“  fore  a  toleration  is  a  grievous  fin,  becaufe  it  makes  our- 
cc  felves  acceffary  to  all  the  abominations  of  popery,*  and 
to  the  perdition  of  thofe  fouls  that  perilh  thereby;  and 
“  becaufe  granting  a  toleration  in  refpeft  of  any  money  to  be 
given,  or  contribution  to  be  made  by  them,  is  to  fet  reli- 
“  gion  to  fale,  and  with  it  the  fouls  that  Chrift  has  redeemed 
“  with  his  blood;  we  therefore  befeech  the  God  of  truth, 
to  make  thofe  who  are  in  authority,  zealous  for  God’s 
“  glory,  and  refolute  againft  all  popery,  fuperftition,  and 
idolatry.” 

Signed  by  archbijhop  Usher,  and  eleven  of  his  brethren . 

But  notwithftanding  this  proteftation,  the  papifts  gained 
their  point,  and  in  the  fourth  year  of  the  king’s  reign  had  a 

<<  #  From  fo  filly  a  fophifm,  fo  gravely  delivered,  I  conclude,”  fays  bifnop 
W ar  burton,  “  UJher  was  not  that  great  man  he  has  been  reprefented.”  Ed. 
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toleration  granted  them,  in  confederation  of  the  fum  of  one 
hundred  and  twenty  thoufand  pounds  to  be  paid  in  three 
years.* 

With  regard  to  the  building  religious  houfes,  it  is  won¬ 
derful  that  neither  the  king  nor  his  prime  minifter  fhould 
know  any  thing  of  it,  when  the  lord-deputy  Falkland  had  this 
very  fummer  iffued  out  a  proclamation  with  this  preamble  : 
“  Forafmuch  as  we  cannot  but  take  notice,  that  the  late  in- 
u  termiffion  of  the  legal  proceedings  againft  popifli  pretended 
44  or  titular  archbilhops,  bifhops,  abbots,  deans,  vicars-ge- 
44  neral,  and  others  of  that  fort,  that  derive  their  authority 
44  and  orders  from  Rome,  hath  bred  fuch  an  extraordinary 

infolence  and  prefumption  in  them,  as  that  they  have  dared 
44  of  late,  not  only  to  affemble  themfelves  in  publick  places, 
44  but  alio  have  creeled  houfes  and  buildings ,  called  publick 
44  oratories ,  colleges ,  mafs -houfes ,  and  convents  of  friar  s,  monks 
44  and  nuns ,  in  the  eye  and  open  view  of  the  Jlate^  and  elfe- 
44  where ,  and  do  frequently  exercife  jurisdiction  againft  his 
44  majefty’s  fubje&s,  by  authority  derived  from  Rome,  and 
44  by  colour  of  teaching  fchools  in  their  pretended  monafte- 
44  ries,  to  train  up  youth  in  their  fuperftitious  religion,  con- 
44  trary  to  the  laws  and  ecclefiaftical  government  of  this 
44  kingdom:  We  therefore  will  and  require  them  to  forbear 
44  to  exercife  their  jurifdiction  within  this  kingdom,  and  to 
44  relinquifh  and  break  up  their  convents  and  religious 
44  houfes,  Sec. — ”  Could  fuch  a  proclamation  be  printed 
and  difperfed  over  the  kingdom  of  Ireland,  without  being 
known  to  the  Englifh  court? 

But  further,  to  fliew  that  bifhop  Laud  himfelf  was  not 
long  ignorant  of  the  dangerous  increafe  of  popery  in  Ireland, 

*  It  is  to  be  regretted  that  Mr.  Neal  did  not  refer  to  his  authority  for 
this  aflertion.  Dr.  Grey  quotes  againft  it  Collier ,  vol.  ii.  p.  739;  who  fays, 
*  that  the  proteftation  of  the  bifhops  “  prevailed  with  the  government  to 

wave  the  thoughts  of  a  toleration,  and  pitch  upon  feme  other  expedients.” 
The  Do&or  might  have  added  from  Fuller ,  that  the  motion  wascrufhedby 
thebiftrops,  and  chiefly  by  bilhop  Do'wnham's  fermon  in  Dublin,  on  Luke 
i.  47.  Church  Hiftory,  b.  xi.  p.  128.  Though  we  cannot  afeertain  the 
authority  on  which  Mr.  Neal  fpeaks,  the  reader  will  obferve,  that  he  is  not 
contradidled  by  Collier  and  Fuller ;  for  they  fpeak  of  the  immediate  effeft 
of  the  oppofition  of  the  bifhops  to  the  toleration  of  the  Irifli  catholicks,  and  he 
writes  of  a  meafure  adopted  in  repugnance  to  it,  two  years  afterwards.  Ed. 
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the  bifliop  of  Kilmore  and  Ardagh,  Dr.  Bedell ,  fent  him  the 
following  account  foon  afterwards,  it  was  dated  April  i, 
1630.  “  The  popilh  clergy  are  more  numerous  than  thole 

“  of  the  church  of  England;  they  have  their  officials  and 
«  vicars-general  for  eccleiiaflical  jurifdiftion,  and  are  fo 
“  hardy  as  to  excommunicate  thofe  who  appear  at  the 
“  courts  of  the  proteftant  biffiops.  Almoll  every  pariffi 
«  has  a  pried  of  the  Romilh  communion;  maffes  are  fome- 
«  times  faid  in  churches,  and  excepting  a  few  Britilh  planters, 
«  not  amounting  to  the  tenth  part  of  the  people,  the  reft 
“  are  all  declared  recufants.  In  each  diocefe  there  are  about 
“  feven  or  eight  of  the  reformed  clergy  well  qualified,  but 
“  thefe  not  underftanding  the  language  of  the  natives  can- 
“  not  perform  divine  fervice,  nor  converfe  with  their  parilhi- 
“  oners  to  advantage,  and  confequently  ;ire  in  no  capacity 
“  to  put  a  flop  to  fuperftition.”* 


*  “  Here”  fays  Dr.  Grey,  “  we  have  a  long  train  of  miflakes.”  There 
are,  it  is  true,  feveral.  Dr.  Bedell  is  called  Dr.  Beadle ,  and  bifhop  eled  of 
Kilmore ,  whereas  he  had  the  contiguous  fees  of  Kilmore  and  Ardagh,  and 
was  the  aCtual  bifhop  of  both,  when  this  letter  was  written,  April  1,  1630, 
having  been  confecrated  13th  Sept.  1629.  Thefe  mi  Hakes  are  imputed  to 
Mr.  Neal:  but  Dr.  Grey  fhould  have  poffcffed  the  candour  to  have  informed 
his  readers,  that  they  belong  to  Mr.  Collier,  from  whom  the  whole  para¬ 
graph  is  taken.  This  he  could  not  but  have  obferved,  for  he  immediately 
refers  himfelf  to  Collier ,  to  blame  Mr.  Neal  for  not  mentioning  a  remark  of 
that  author,  viz.  that  bifhop  Bedell's  account  related  to  his  own  two  diocefes 
only.  This  the  reader  would  ofcourfe  underftand  to  be  the  cafe,  and  even 
with  this  limitation,  it  is  a  proof  of  the  increafe  ot  popery  in  Ireland, 
though  it  fhould  not  be  prefumed  to  be  a  fpecimen  of  the  Hate  of  things  in 
other  diocefes.  The  bifhop’s  letter  was  written  as  we  have  faid,  in  April 
1630,  and  Mr.  Neal  introduces  it  as  fent  about  that  time  of  which  he  was  wri¬ 
ting,  i.  e .  about  June  1 628,  This  is  charged  againft  him  as  an  anaebronifm , 
but  it  is  a  /mail  miflake,  and  even  a  blunder.  But  in  a  matter  of  this  na¬ 
ture,  where  the  exifting  Hate  of  things  muft  have  been  the  refult  of  caufes 
that  had  been  fome  time  operating,  and  fhews  a  fettled  complexion  of  men 
and  manners,  it  may  admit  a  queflion,  whether  the  fpace  of  a  year  and  nine 
months  can  be  deemed  an  anaebronifm .  The  bifhop’s  account  certainly 
indicates  what  had  been  th e growing  Jlate  of  things  for  many  months. 

Mr.  Neal,  by  quoting  Collier  in  the  above  paragraph,  has  miffed  the  mofl 
linking  claufe  in  bifliop  Bedell's  letter.  He  concludes  by  faying,  tf  His  ma- 
“  jefly  is  now  with  the  greateft  part  of  this  country,  as  to  their  hearts  and 
f<  confciences,  king,  but  at  tbe  pope's  diferetion .  Though  it  is  not  to  the 
defign  of  thefe  notes,  the  editor  is  tempted  here  to  give  a  trait  in  the  cha¬ 
racter  of  this  prelate’s  lady;  who,  it  is  faid,  “  was  fihguiar  in  many  excel - 

lent  qualities,  particularly  in  a  very  extraordinary  reverence  fhe  paid  to 
f<  her  hufband.”  Bifhop  Burnet’s  Life  of  Bedell,  p.  47,  230.  Ed, 
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Let  the  reader  now  judge,  whether  the  anfwer  to  the  re¬ 
man/,  ranee  be  not  very  evafive?  Could  this  great  ftatefman 
be  ignorant  of  fo  many  notorious  facts?  Was  the  growth  of 
armmianifm  and  arbitrary  power,  a  dream?  Was  any  wrono- 
none  to  himfelf,  or  his  brother  of  Winchefter,  by  faying  rhev 
countenanced  thefe  principles  ?  Was  not  the  increafe  of  po¬ 
pery  both  in  England  and  Ireland  notorious,  by  lufpendinu 
tne  penal  laws,  ever  fince  the  king  came  to  the  crown,  and 
granting  the  papifts  a  toleration  for  a  fum  of  money?  Where 
then  was  the  policy  of  lulling  the  nation  afleep,  while  the 
enemy  were  increafmg  their  numbers,  and  whetting  their 
iwoids  for  a  general  maflacre  of  the  protefuants,  which  thev 
accompli med  in  Ireland  about  twelve  years  afterwards. 

The  bifhop  obferves  in  his  diary,  that  this  parliament  la- 
b°med  -ds  ruin,  becaufe  they  charged  him  with  unfoundnefs 
cj  opiiiion\  but  his  lordlhip  had  luch  an  influence  over  the 
king  as  rendered  all  their  attempts  fruitlefs;  for  the  fee  of 
London  becoming  vacant  this  fummer.  Laud  was  tranflated 
to  it  juiy  1 5 ;  and  the  duke  of  Buckingham  being  {tabbed  at 
Portlmouth  by  Felton,  Auguft  23,  following,  this  ambitious 
prelate  became  prime  minijler  in"  all  affairs  both  of  church 

r  >  1 1 

:  i «.  1  lcctLw-* 

One  oi  the  bifhop’s  firft  enterprises,  after  his  tranflation 
to  London,  was  to  feifle  the  predejlinarian  controversy  ^  for 
which  pui  poie  he  procured  the  thirty-nine  articles  to  he  re¬ 
printed,  with  the  following  declaration  at  the  head  of  them.* 


By  the  King. 

BEING  by  God’s  ordinance,  and  our  juft  title,  de¬ 
fender  of  the  faith,  &c.  within  thefe  dominions.  We  hold 
Cw  it  agreeable  to  our  kingly  office,  for  the  prefervation  of 
“  unity  and  peace,  not  to  fuffer  any  unneceflary  difputations 
wiiich  may  nounfli  faftion  in  the  church  or  commonwealth: 
“  We,  therefore,  with  the  advice  of  our  bifiiops  declare, 


*  Mr.  Meal  does  not  give  the  declaration  at  full  length,  but  has  omitted 
fome  claufes  and  even  two  paragraphs ;  but  in  my  opinion,  without  affed- 
the  fcnfe  and  tenor  of  it;  though  Dr.  Grey  fays,  (C  he  has  by  this, 
altered  and  curtailed  the  fenfe  of  it,  and  then  charged  it  with  blunders, 
*s  which  are  of  his  own  making.”  Ed. 

t  Mi b.  Reg.  fed.'  3,  No.  4.;  or  Heylin’s  Life  of  Laud,  p.  188. 
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“  that  the  articles  of  the  church  of  England  which  the  clergy 
te  o-enerally  have  fubfcribed,  do  contain  the  true  doftrine  of 
“  the  church  of  England,  agreeable  to  God’s  word,  which 
“we  do  therefore  ratify  and  confirm,  requiring  all  our 
“  loving  fubjects  to  continue  in  the  uniform  profelfion 
“  thereof,  and  prohibiting  the  lead  difference  from  the  faicl 

“  articles. - We  take  comfort  in  this,  that  all  clergymen 

“  within  our  realm  have  always  molt  willingly  iuldcnbed 
“  the  articles,  which  is  an  argument  that  they  all  agree,  in 
the  true  ufual  literal  meaning  of  them;  and  that  in  thole 
curious  points,  in  which  the  prefent  differences  lie,  men  of 
“  all  forts  take  the  articles  to  be  for  them,  which  is  an  ar- 
“  gument  again,  that  none  of  them  intend  any  defertion  of 
“  the  articles  eflabliflred :  Wherefore  we  will,  that  all  cu- 
“  ricus  fearch  into  thefe  things  be  laid  afide,  and  tliefe  dif- 
“  putes  be  fliut  up  in  God’s  promifes,  as  they  be  generally 
“  fet  forth  to  us  in  holy  feriptures,  and  the  general  meaning 
of  the  articles  according  to  them;  and  that  no  man  here¬ 
after  preach  or  print  to  draw  the  article  afide  any  way, 

but  fhall  fubmit  to  it.  in  the  plain  and  full  manner  thereof, 
_  _  /~  /—  1  • 
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“  and  fhall  not  put  his  own  fenfe  or  comment  to  the  meaning 
“  of  the  article,  but  fhall  take  it  in  the  literal  and  gramma- 
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“  deal  fenfe:  That  if  any  pubiick  reader  in  the  univerfities, 
or  any  other  perfon,  fhall  affix  any  new  fenfe  to  any  article, 
or  fhall  publickly  read,  or  hold  difputation  on  either  fide; 
or  if  any  divine  in  the  universities  fhall  preach,  or  print 
any  thing  either  way,  they  fhall  be  liable  to  cenfure  in  the 
u  ecclefiaft ical  cominiffion,  and  we  will  fee  there  {hall  be  due 
execution  upon  them.”* 

Surely  there  never  was  fuch  a  conmfed  unintelligible  de¬ 
claration  printed  before;  but  the  calvinift  divines  underflood 
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*  This  declaration.  Dr.  Harris  obferves,  has  been  produced  and  canvaffed 
in  the  famous  Bangorian  and  Trinitarian  controverfies,  which  engaged  the 
attention  of  the  pubiick  for  a  great  number  of  years.  Life  of  Charles  1. 
p.  183 — 190.  Dr.  Blackburne  has  at  large,  difeufted  the  validity  of  it,  and 
is  difpofed  to  confider  "James  I.  as  the  firft  publisher  of  it.  He  {hews  that  it 
has  been  corrupted  by  the  infertion  of  the  word  now,  as,  “  we  will  not  en- 
<c  dure  any  varying,  or  departing,  in  the  lead  degree,  from  the  dodtrine 
and  difeipline  of  the  church  of  England  now  ellablifhed a  language, 
he  juftly  obferves,  inconfiltent  with  the  principles  of  our  prefent  conftitu- 
tioiu  ConfelFioaml,  p.  1 3 1-—143.  3d  edit.  Ed. 
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<!1C  a"®  S  ‘ntent*on>  and  complained  in  a  petition  of  “  the 
reitramts  they  were  laid  under  by  his  majefty’s  forbidding 

t  iem  to  preach  the  faving  doftrines  of  God’s  free  grace  in 
election  and  predeftination  to  eternal  life,  according  to 
t  the  feventeenth  article  of  .the  church.  That  this  had 

,,  “W*  t  lem  under  a  very  uncomfortable  dilemma,  either 
ot  fdllinS  under  the  divine  difpleafure,  if  they  did  not  exe- 
<e  ^Uei  t  le'r  c°mmiffion,  in  declaring  the  whole  counfel  of 
God,  or  of  being  cenfured  for  oppofition  to  his  majefty’s 
authority,  in  cafe  they  preached  the  received  do&rines  of 
’  and  attacked  the  pelagian  and  arminian  here- 
Ces  boldly  publifhed  from  pulpit  and  prefs,  though  cen- 
lured  by  king  James  as  arrogant  and  atheiftical;  and  thofe 
who  avow  them  to  be  agreeable  to  the  church  of  Eng- 
land  are  called  grofs  liars.  Therefore,  they  humbly  in- 
ti  eat,  that  his  majelly  would  be  pleafed  to  take  the  fore- 
“  mentioned  evils  and  grievances  into  his  princely  confi- 
deration,  and,  as  a  wife  phyrician,  apply  fuch  fpeedy 
•  remedies  as  may  both  cure  the  prefent  diftemper,  and 

tc  P1..1  ve  church  and  Hate  from  thofe  plagues  with 
“  which  their  neighbours  had  not  been  a  little  diflreffed.” 

Tui  this  addrefs  was  ftopt  in  its  progrefs,  and  never  reached 
the  king’s  ears. 

In  punnance  of  his  majefty’s  declaration,  all  books  re¬ 
lating  to  the  arminian  controverfy  were  called  in  by  procla¬ 
mation  and  fttppreffed,  and  among  others  Montague’s  and 
Manzcaring  s,  which  was  only  a  feint  to  cover  a  more  deadly 
blow  to  be  reached  at  the  puritans;  for  at  the  fame  time 
Montague  aud  Manvearing  received  the  royal  pardon,  and 
were  preferred  to  fome  of  the  beft  livings  in  the  kingdom, 
(as  has  been  obferved)  while  the  anfwers  to  their  books,  by 
iT.  Fcady,T)r.  Goad ,  Mr.  Burton ,  Ward ,  Yates ,  and  Roufe, 

ime  not  only  fuppreffed,  but  the  publifhers  queftioned  in 

t  h  e  _  ftar  -  chamber. 

I  he  king  put  on  the  fame  thin  difguife  with  regard  to 
papifts ;  a  proclamation  was  ilfued  out  againft  pricks  and 
jefuits,  and  particularly  againft  the  bifhop  of  Chalcedony 
o.deis  wet e  aho  font  to  the  lord-mayor  of  I.ondon,  to  make 
feaich  aster  them,  and  commit  them  to  prifon,  but  at  the 
fame  time  liis  majefty  appointed  commiiltoners  to  compound 

with 
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with  them  for  their  recufancy  ;  fo  that  inflead  of  being 
fuppreffed,  they  became  a  branch  of  the  revenue,  and  Sir 
Richard  Wejion,  a  notorious  papifl,  was  created  earl  of  Tort- 
land,  and  made  lord  high-treafurer  ofTngland. 

When  the  parliament  met  according  to  prorogation,  Ja¬ 
nuary  20th,  they  began  again  with  grievances  oi  religion: 
Oliver  Cromwell,  efq;  being  of  the  committee,  reported 
to  the  houfe  the  countenance  that  was  given  by  i)r.  Neile 
bhhop  of  Winchefter,  to  divines  who  preached  aifninian  and 
pop i fir  doftrine;  he  mentioned  the  favours  that  had  been 
bellowed  upon  Montague  and  Manwaring ,  who  had  been 
cenfured  the  lalt  feffions  of  parliament;  and  added,  If  this 
be  the  way  to  church-preferment ,  what  may  we  expedt? 
Upon  debating  the  king’s  late  declaration,  the  houfe  voted. 
That  the  main  end  of  that  declaration  was  to  fiupprefs  the  pu¬ 
ritan  party ,  and  to  give  liberty  to  the  contrary  fide .  Several 
warm  and  angry  fpeeclies  were  likewife  made  againft  the 
new  ceremonies  that  began  now  to  be  introduced  into  the 
church,  as  images  of  faints  and  angels,  crucifixes,  altars, 
lighted  candles,  &c. 

Mr.  Roufe  flood  up  and  faid,  “  —  I  defire  it  may  be 
cC  confidered,  what  new  paintings  have  been  laid  upon  the 
old  face  of  the  whore  of  Babylon,  to  make  herfhew  more 
lovely.  I  defire  it  may  be  confidered,  how  the  fee  of 
Rome  doth  eat  into  our  religion,  and  fret  into  the  very 
6C  banks  and  walls  of  it,  the  laws  and  flatutes  of  this  realm. 
cc  I  defire  we  may  confider  the  increafe  of  arminianifm,  an 
cc  error  that  makes  the  grace  of  God  lackey  after  the  will  of 
“  man. — I  defire  we  may  look  into  the  belly  and  bowels  of 
“  this  Trojan  horfe,  to  fee  if  there  be  not  men  in  it  ready  to 
open  the  gates  to  Romifh  tyranny,  for  an  arminian  is  the 
fpawn  of  a  papift ;  and  if  the  warmth  of  favour  come  upon 
him,  you  {hall  fee  him  turn  into  one  of  thofe  frogs  that 
rofe  out  of  the  bottomlefs  pit;  thefe  men  having  kindled 
cc  a  fire  in  our  neighbour  country,  are  now  endeavouring  to 

“  fet  this  kingdom  in  a  flame.”* - 

Mr.  Pym  faid,  u  That  by  the  articles  fet  forth  1562,  by 
“  the  catechifm  fet  forth  in  king  Edward  Vlth’s  days,  by 
**  the  writings  of  Martin  Bucer ,  and  Peter  Martyr ;  by  the 

*  Rufhworth,  p«  657-68. 
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conflant  profeffions  fealed  with  the  blood  of  many  martyrs, 
as  Cranmer ,  Ridley ,  and  others;  by  the  thirty-fix  articles 
ot  queen  Elizabeth ,  and  by  the  articles  agreed  upon  at 
Lambeth  as  the  doctrine  of  the  church  of  England,  which 
king  fent  to  Don,  and  to  Ireland,  it  appears  evi¬ 

dently  w  nat  is  the  eft abl i (lied  religion  or  the  realm.  Let 
cc  us  therefore  fliew  wherein  thefe  late  opinions  differ  from 
tunas ,  and  what  men  have  been  fince  preferred 
wiio  have  profefled  the  contrary  herefies;  what  pardons 
they  have  had  for  falfe  do&rine;  what  prohibiting  of 
books  and  writings  againft  their  doctrine,  and  permitting 
ol  luch  books  as  have  been  for  them.  Let  us  enquire 
after  the  abettors,  and  after  the  pardons  granted  to  them 
4  that  preach  the  contrary  truth  before  his  majefty.  It  be- 
longs  to  parliaments  to  eitablilh  true  religion,  and  to  pu- 
nifn  falfe.  "W  e  muff  know  what  parliaments  have  done 
formerly  in  religion.  Our  parliaments  have  confirmed 
general  councils.  In  the  time  of  king  Henry  VIII.  the  earl 
of  EJfesc  was  condemned  [by  parliament]  for  countenan¬ 
cing  books  of  herefy.  The  convocation  is  but  a  provincial 
fynocl  of  Canterbury,  and  cannot  bind  the  whole  kingdom. 
cc  As  for  York  it  is  diftant,  and  cannot  bind  us  or  the  laws; 
cc  and  as  for  the  high  commiffion,  it  is  derived  from  par- 
CQ  liament- - 

Sir  John  Elliot  faid,  — . If  there  be  any  difference  in 

opinion  concerning  the  interpretation  of  the  thirty-nine 
<c  articles,  it  is  faid,  the  bifhops  and  clergy  in  convocation 
<c  have  power  to  difpute  it,  and  to  order  which  way  they 
“  pleafe.  A  flight  thing,  that  the  power  of  religion  fhould 
be  left  to  thefe  men!  I  honour  their  profeflion;  there  are 
among  our  bifhops  fuch  as  are  fit  to  be  made  examples 
c*  for  all  ages,  who  fhine  in  virtue,  and  are  firm  for  religion; 

CQ  but  the  contrary  faction  I  like  not.  I  remember  a  cha- 
44  racier  I  have  feen  in  a  diary  of  king  Edward  VI.  where 
cc  he  fays  of  the  bifhops,  that  fome  for  age,  fome  for  ignorance , 
fome  for  ktxury ,  and  fome  for  popery were  unfit  for  difci - 
pline  and  government.  We  fee  there  are  fome  amonuour 
u  bifhops  that  are  not  orthodox,  nor  found  in  religion  as 
they  fhould  be,  witncfs  the  two  bifhops  complained  of  the 
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“  laft  meeting  of  this  parliament;  fhould  we  be  in  their 
“  power,  I  fear  our  religion  would  be  overthrown.  Some  of 
“  thefe  are  mqfters  of  ceremonies ,  and  labour  to  introduce  new 
“  ceremonies  into  the  church. — — Let  us  go  to  the  ground 
«  of  our  religion,  and  lay  down  a  rule  on  which  all  others 
46  may  reft,  and  then  enquire  after  offenders.”* 

Mr.  Secretary  Cook  faid,  “  That  the  fathers  of  the  church 
“  wereafleep;  but  a  little  to  awaken  their  zeal,  it  is  fit  (fays 
“  he)  that  they  take  notice  of  that  hierarchy  that  is  already 
“  eftabliflied,  in  competition  with  their  lordfhips,  for  they 
cc  [the  papifts]  have  a  bifhop  confecrated  by  the  pope;  this 
44  bifhop  has  his  fubaltern  officers  of  all  kinds,  as  vicars- 
ic  general,  archdeacons,  rural  deans,  apparitors,  &c.  neither 
66  are  thefe  nominal  or  titular  officers  only,  but  they  all  exe- 
“  cute  their  jurifdictions,  and  make  their  ordinary  Vifitations 
66  throughout  the  kingdom,  keep  courts,  and  determine 
“  ecclefiaftical  caufes;  and,  which  is  an  argument  of  more 
“  confequence,  they  keep  ordinary  intelligence  by  their 
cc  agents  in  Rome,  and  hold  correfpondence  with  the  nun- 
4C  cios  and  cardinals  both  at  Bruffels  and  France.  Neither 
cc  are  the  feculars  alone  grown  to  this  height,  but  the  regu- 

“  lars  are  more  aftive  and  dangerous. - -Even  at  this  time 

tc  they  intend  to  hold  a  concurrent  aflembly  with  this  par- 
“  liament. — ”  After  fome  other  fpeeches  of  this  kind,  the 
houfe  of  commons  entered  into  the  following  vow. 

“  WE  the  commons  in  parliament  ajfembled ,  do  claim ,  pro- 
“  teft ,  and  avow  for  truth ,  the  fenfe  of  the  articles  of  religion 
“  which  were  eftablifhed  by  parliament  in  the  thirteenth  year 
cc  of  our  late  queen  Elizabeth,  which  by  the  publick  aft  of  the 
cc  church  of  England ,  and  by  the  general  and  current  expofi- 
4C  tion  of  the  writers  of  our  church  have  been  delivered  unto  us. 
And  we  rejeft  the  fenfe  of  the  jefuits  and  arminians,  and  all 
others  that  differ  from  usd9  j- 

*  Rufhworth,  vol.  i.  p.  660-61. 

Cf  f  This  protection,”  Dr.  Blackbume  remarks,  “  is  equivalent  at  Icaft 
“  to  any  other  refolution  of  the  Houfe.  It  is  found  amongft  the  mod  authentic 
“  records  of  parliament.  And  whatever  force  or  operation  it  had  the  mo- 
“  ment  lt:  was  publifhed,  the  fame  it  has  to  this  hour ;  being  never  revoked 
“  or  repealed  m  any  fucceeding  parliament,  nor  containing  any  one  par- 
“  ticular,  which  is  not  m  perfect  agreement  with  every  part  of  our  prefent 
confutation,  civil  and  religious”  ConfeliionaJ,  p.  1 42. 
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Ij'iPiop  Land  in  his  anfwer  to  this  proteflation,  has  feveral 
remarks.  “  Is  there  by  this  act  (fays  his  lordfhip)  any  inter - 

pretation  of  the  articles  or  not?  If  none ,  to  what  end  is 
“  the  act?  If  a  fenfe  or  interpretation  be  declared ,  what  au- 
“  t bonify  have  laymen  to  make  it  ?  for  interpretation  of  an 
cc  article  belongs  to  them  only  that  have  power  to  make  it  ” 
To  which  it  might  be  anfwered,  that  the  commons  made  no 
new  interpretation  of  the  articles,  but  avowed  for  truth  the 
current  fenfe  of  expofitors  before  that  time,  in  oppofition  to 
the  modern  interpretation  of  jefuits  and  arminians.  But 
what  authority  have  laymen  to  make  it?  Anfwer.  The 
fame  that  they  had  in  the  13th  of  Elizabeth  toeitablifh  them, 
as  the  dc&rine  of  the  church  of  England;  unleft  we  will 
fay  with  Mr.  Colly er ,  that  neither  the  fenfe  of  the  articles, 
nor  the  articles  themfelves,  were  eflablifhed  in  that  parlia¬ 
ment  or  in  any  other.*  If  fo,  they  are  no  part  of  the  legal 
confiitution,  and  men  may  fubferibe  the  words  without  put¬ 
ting  any  fenfe  upon  them  at  all :  an  admirable  way  to  pre¬ 
vent  diverfity  of  opinions  in  matters  of  faith!  But  his  lord- 
flup  adds,  “  That  it  is  againft  the  king’s  declaration ,  which  fays , 
“  we  miifl  take  the  general  meaning  of  them,and  not  draw 
“  them  afde  any  way ,  but  takb  them  in  the  literal  and  gram - 
medical  fenfe”  f  Has  the  king  then  a  power,  without  con¬ 
vocation  or  parliament,  to  interpret  and  determine  the  fenfe 
of  the  articles  for  the  whole  body  of  the  clergy?  By  the 
general  meaning  of  the  articles  the  declaration  feems  to  under¬ 
stand  no  one  determined  fenfe  at  all.  Strange !  that  fo 
learned  and  wife  a  body  of  clergy  and  laity,  in  convocation 
and  parliament,  fhould  eftablifh  a  number  of  articles  with 
this  t'tle,  for  the  avoiding  of  diverfity  of  opinions ,  and  for  the 
eftablifhing  of  confect  touching  true  religion ,  without  any  one 
determined  fenfe!  The  bifhop  goes  on,  and  excepts  againft 
the  current  fenfe  of  expofitors ,  u  becaufe  they  may ,  and  perhaps 
do  go  againft  the  literal  fenfe Will  his  lordfhip  then 
abide  by  the  literal  and  grammatical  fenfe?  No,  but  cc  if  an 
article  bear  more  fenfe s  than  one ,  a  man  may  do  oof e  what 
“fenfe  his  judgment  dir  eels  him  to ,  provided  it  be  a  sense, 
according  to  the  analogy  of  faith,  till  the  church  determine  a 
“  [particular]  sense  ;  but  ’ tis  the  wifdom  of  the  church  to  re- 

*  Ecclef.  Hilt.  p.  747.  f  Prynne  Cant.  Doom.  p.  164. 
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«  quire  confent  to  articles  in  general  as  much  as  maybe ,  and  not 
“  require  ajfent  to  particulars'9  His  lordfhip  had  better 
have*  fpoken  out,  and  faid,  that  it  would  be  the  wifdom  of 
the  church  to  require  no  fubfcriptions  at  all.  1  o  what  (traits 
are  men  driven  to  comply  with  the  laws,  when  their  fenti- 
ments  differ  from  the  literal  and  grammatical  fenfe  of  the 
articles  of  the  church!  Mr.  Collyer  fays,  they  have  no  cfta- 
blijhed fenfe ;  king  Charles ,  in  his  declaration,  that  they  are 
to  be  underftood  in  a  general  fenfe ,  but  not  to  be  drawn 
afide  to  a  particular  determined  fenfe ;  billiop  Laud  thinks, 
that  if  the  words  will  bear  more  fenfes  than  one,  a  man  may 
choofewhat  fenfe  his  judgment  direfts  him  to,  provided  it 
be  a  sense,  according  to  the  analogy  of  faith,  and  all  this 
for  avoiding  diverfity  of  opinions!  But  I  am  afraid  this  rea- 
foning  is  too  wonderful  for  the  reader. 

While  the  parliament  were  expreffing  their  zeal  againft; 
arminianifm  and  popery ,  a  new  controverfy  arofe,  which  pro¬ 
voked  his  majefty  to  diffolve  them,  and  to  refolve  to  govern 
without  parliaments  for  the  future;  for  though  the  king 
had  fo  lately  figned  the  petition  of  right  in  full  parliament, 
he  went  on  with  levying  money  by  his  royal  prerogative. 
A  bill  was  depending  in  the  houfe  to  grant  his  majefty  the 
duties  of  tonnage  and  poundage;  but  before  it  was  paffed, 
the  cuftom-houfe  officers  feized  the  goods  of  three  eminent 
merchants,  Mr.  Rolls,  Mr.  Chambers ,  and  Mr.  Vaffal ,  for 
non-payment.  Mr.  Chambers  was  fined  two  thoufand  pounds, 
befides  the  lofs  of  his  goods,  and  fuffered  fix  years  imprifon- 
ment:  Mr.  Rolls's  warehoufes  were  locked  up,  and  himfelff 
taken  out  of  the  houfe  of  commons  and  imprifoned.  This 
occafioned  fome  warm  fpeeches  againft  the  cuftom-houfe  offi¬ 
cers  and  farmers  of  the  revenues;  but  the  king  took  all  the 
blame  on  himfelf,  and  fent  the  houfe  word,  that  what  the 
officers  had  done,  was  by  his  fpecial  direction  and  command, 
and  that  it  was  not  fo  much  their  aft  as  his  own.  This  was 
a  new  way  of  covering  the  unwarrantable  proceedings  of 
corrupt  minifters,  and  was  faid  to  be  the  advice  of  the  biftiops 
Laud  and  Neile;  a  contrivance  that  laid  the  foundation  of 
his  majefty’s  ruin.  It  is  a  maxim  in  law,  that  the  king  can 
do  no  wrongs  and  that  all  mal-adminiftrations  are  chargeable 
upon  his  minifters ;  yet  now,  in  order  to  fcreen  his  fervants, 
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his  majefty  will  make  himfelf  anfwerable  for  their  condufh 
So  that  if  the  parliament  will  defend  their  rights  and  proper¬ 
ties,  they  mud  charge  the  king  perfonally ,  who  in  his  own 
opinion  was  above  lave,  and  accountable  for  his  actions  to  none  # 
but  God.  It  was  moved  in  the  houfe,  that  notwithftanding 
o  tv  3  tli  e  officers  of  the  cufloms  fhould  be  pro- 
ceeded  againft,  by  feparating  their  interefts  from  the  king’s- 
But  when  the  fpeaker,  Sir  John  Finch ,  was  defired  to  put  the 
queftion,  he  rein  fed,  faying  the  king  had  commanded  the 
contrary.*  Upon  which  the  houfe  immediately  adjourned 
to  January  25,  and  were  then  adjourned  by  the  king’s  order 
to  March  2,  when  meeting  again,  and  requiring  the  fpeaker 
to  put  the  former  queftion,  he  again  refufed,  and  laid  he 
had  the  king’s  order  to  adjourn  them  to  March  16,  but  they 
detained  him  in  the  chair,  not  without  fome  tumult  and  con- 
fufion,  til!  they  made  the  following  protection. 


1.  cc  Whofoever  fliall  by  favour  or  countenance,  feem  to 
cc  extend  or  introduce  popery  or  arminianifm,  fliall  be  re- 

puted  a  capital  enemy  of  the  kingdom. 

2.  Whofoever  fliall  advife  the  levying  the  fubfidies  of 
tonnage  and  poundage ,  not  being  granted  by  parliament, 
fliall  be  reputed  a  capital  enemy. 

3.  If  any  merchant  fhail  voluntarily  pay  thofe  duties, 
he  fliall  be  reputed  a  betrayer  of  the  liberties  of  England’ 

cc  and  an  enemy  of  the  fame.”J  * 

The  next  day  warrants  were  directed  to  Denzil  Hollis ,  Sir 
Jffhn  Fllict,  Vi  HU  am  Cor  if  on,  Benjamin  Valentine ,  John  Selden , 
elqrs.  and  four  more  of  the  principal  members  of  the  houfe 
to  appear  oerore  the  council  on  the  morrow:  Four  of  them 
appealed  accordingly,  (viz.)  Mr.  Hollis ,  Elliot ,  Gordon ,  and 
Valentine ;  who  refilling  to  anfwer  out  of  parliament  for  what 
was  faid  in  the  houfe,  were  committed  clofe  prifoners  to  the 
tower.  The  {Indies  of  the  reft  were  ordered  to  be  fealed  up, 
and  a  pi  oclamation  iffiied  for  apprehending  them  \  though 
the  parliament  not  being  diffolved,  they  were  actually  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  houfe.  On  the  10th  of  March,  the  king  came 


*  Whitelocke’s  Memorial,  p.  1 2.  Rufhworth,  vol.  i.  p.  669. 

f  Rufhworth,  vol.  i.  p.  67 o. 
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to  the  houfe  of  lords,  and  without  fending  for  the  commons, 
or  palling  one  Angle  aft,  didblved  the  parliament,  with  a 
Very  angry  fpeech  againd  the  leading  members  of  the  lower 
houfe,  whom  lie  called  vipers ,  that  cad  a  mid  of  undutiful- 
nefs  over  mod  of  their  eyes:  “  And  as  thofe  vipers  (fays 
«  his  majedy)  mud  look  for  their  reward  of  punifhment; 
«  fo  you-,  my  lords ,  mud  judly  expeft  from  me  that  favour 
“  that  a  eood  king  oweth  to  his  loving  and  faithful  nobility.”* 


The  undutifulnefs  of  the  commons  was  only  their  keeping 
the  fpeaker  in  the  chair,  after  he  had  fignified  that  the  king 
had  adjourned  them,  which  his  majedy  had  no  power  of  do¬ 
ing,  and  no  king  before  king  James  }.  pretended  to  adjourn 
parliaments,  and  when  he  claimed  that  power,  it  was  com¬ 
plained  of  as  a  breach  of  privilege.  It  is  one  thing  to  pro¬ 
rogue  or  diflolve  a  parliament,  and  another  to  adjourn  it, 
the  latter  being  the  aft  of  the  houfe  itfelf,  and  the  confe- 
quence  of  veding  fuch  a  power  in  the  crown  might  be  very 
fatal;  for  if  the  king  may  adjourn  the  houfe  in  the  midd  of 
their  debates,  or  forbid  the  fpeaker  to  put  a  quedion  when 
required,  it  is  eafy  to  forefee  the  whole  bufmefs  of  parlia¬ 
ment  mud  be  under  his  direftion.f  The  members  above- 
mentioned  were  fentenced  to  be  imprifoned  during  the  king’s 
pleafure;  and  were  accordingly  kept  under  clofe  confine¬ 
ment  many  years,  where  Sir  John  Elliot  died  a  martyr  to  the 
liberties  of  his  country.];  Mr.  Hollis  was  fined  a  thoufand 
marks,  Sir  John  Elliot  two  thoufand  pounds,  Valentine  five 
hundred  pounds,  and  Long  two  thoufand  marks. 

Great  were  the  murmurings  of  the  people  upon  this  oc- 
cafion ;  libels  were  difperfed  againfl:  the  prime  minider  Laud; 
one  of  which  fays,  Laud,  look  to  thy f elf. ,  be  ajjured  thy  life  is 


*  Rufliworth,  vol.  i.  p.  672.  f  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  279,  fol.  ed. 

X  <(  An  affecting  portrait  of  this  gentleman  is  now  in  the  poffeflion  of 
44  lord  Elliot.  He  is  drawn  pale,  languifhing,  and  emaciated; — but  dif- 
“  daining  to  make  the  abjeft  fubmiflion  required  of  Jiim  by  the  tyrant,  he 
44  expired  under  the  exceflive  rigours  of  his  confinement,  leaving  the  por- 
44  trait  as  a  legacy  and  memento  to  his  pofterity,  and  to  mankind;  who, 
44  in  the  contemplation  of  fiich  enormities,  have  reafon.  to  rejoice 

4<r  When  vengeance  in  the  lucid  air 
44  Lifts  her  red  arm  expos’d  and  bare.” 

Bellham’s  Memoirs  of  the. Houfe  ofBruiifwick 
Lunenburgh,  vol.  i.  p.  185,  note.  Ed. 
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fought.  As  thou  art  the  fountain  of  wickednefs ,  repent  of  thy 
monjc t  orn  fas  before  thou  be  taken  out  of  this  world-,  andaffure 
tfyjW*  neither  God  nor  the  world  can  endure  fitch  a  vile  coun- 
felior  or  whifperer  to  live*  Bui  to  juftify  thefe  proceedings 

t0r  world’  bis  nv  i  %  publilhed  a  declaration  of  the  caufes 
of  diffolving  the  laft  parliament. 

The  declaration  vindicates  the  king’s  taking  the  duties  of 
tonnage  and  poundage,  from  the  examples  of  fome  of  his 
pi  edectflois,  and  as  agreeable  to  his  kingly  honour.  It 
juffifies  the  filencing  the  predehinarian  controverfy,  and  lays 
the  blame  of  not  executing  the  laws  agamft  papids,  upon 
fubordinate  officers  and  minilters  in  the  country:  “  Wepro- 
“  fels  (fays  his  Majelly)  that  as  it  is  our  duty,  fo  it  ffiall  be 
our  care  to  command  and  direct  well ;  but  it  is  the  part  of 
others  to  perform  the  miniderial  office ;  and  when  we 
have  done  our  office,  we  ffiall  account  ourfelf,  and  all  cha¬ 
ritable  men  will  account  us  innocent,  both  to  God  and 
men  ;  and  thofe  that  are  negligent,  we  will  efleem  cul¬ 
pable,  both  to  God  and  us.”  The  declaration  concludes 
with  a  profeffion  that  “  the  king  will  maintain  the  true  reli¬ 
gion  of  the  church  of  England,  without  conniving  at 
popery  or  fchifm  :  That  he  will  maintain  the  rights  and 
“  liberties  of  his  fubje&s,  provided  they  do  not  mifufe  their 
“  liberty,  by  turning  it  to  licentiouffiefs,  wantonly  and  fro- 
wardly  refilling  our  lawful  and  neceffary  authority  for  we 
do  expett  our  fubjefts  ffiould  yield  as  much  fubmiffion  to 
our  royal  prerogative,  and  as  ready  obedience  to  our  au¬ 
thority  and  commandments,  as  has  been  performed  to  the 
greatefi:  of  our  predeceffors.  W e  will  not  have  our  mini - 
Jlers  terrified  by  harffi  proceedings  again!!  them ;  for  as 
“  we  expert  our  minifters  ffiould  obey  us,  they  ffiall  allure 
“  themfelves  we  will  proteft  them.”| 

This  declaration  not  quieting  the  people,  was  followed  by 
a  proclamation,  which  put  an  end  to  all  profpe&s  of  reco¬ 
vering  the  confHtution  for  the  future.  The  proclamation 
declares  his  majelly’s  royal  pleafure,  «  That  fpreaders  of 
“  falfe  reports  ffiall  be  feverely  punillted;  that  fuch  as  cheer- 
“  fully  go  on  with  their  trades,  ffiall  have  all  g  ood  encou- 
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u  ragement:  That  he  will  not  overcharge  his  fubjects  with 
“  any  new  burdens,  but  will  fatisfy  himfelf  with  the  duties 
cc  received  by  his  royal  father,  which  he  neither  can,  nor 
will  difpenfe  with.  And  whereas,  for  feveral  ill  ends,  the 
calling  of  another  parliament  is  divulged,  his  majefty  de- 
dares,  that  the  late  ab.ufe  having  for  the  prefen t  driven 
his  majefty  unwillingly  out  of  that  courfe,  hefhall  account 
u  it  prefumption  for  any  to  prefcribe  any  time  to  his  ma- 
jefty  for  parliaments,  the  calling,  continuing,  ad  diffolving 
^of  which,  is  always  in  the  king’s  own  power.”* - Here 


J  J  -  - — '  T  T  |  •  V  w  w  ^  M.  w  JL  Jk,  V/  X  V. 

was  an  end  of  the  old  Englifh  conftitution,  for  twelve  years. 
England  was  now  an  abfolute  monarchy;  the  king’s  procla¬ 
mations  and  orders  of  council  were  the  laws  of  the  land  ;  the 
minifters  of  Hate  fp.orted  themfelves  in  the  moft  wanton  afts 
of  power;  and  the  religion,  laws,  and  liberties  of  this  coun- 
try  lay  proftrate  and  overwhelmed  by  an  inundation  of  po¬ 
pery  and  oppreffion. 

Inis  year  died  the  reverend  Dr.  John  Prejlon ,  defccnded 
or  the  family  of  the  Prejlons  in  Lancafhire.  He  was  born  at 
Hey  ford  in  Northamptonlhire,  in  the  parifh  of  Bugbrook, 
1587,  and  was  admitted  of  King’s  college,  Cambridge,  1604, 
from  whence  he  was  afterwards  removed  to  Oueen’s-colleo-e, 
and  admitted  fellow  in  the  year  ibop.-j-  lie  was  an  ambi¬ 
tious  and  afpning  youth,  till  having  received  fome  rehnious 
imprefhons  from  Mr.  Cotton ,  in  a  fermon  preached  by  him 
ac  or.  Mary’s  church,  he  became  remarkably  ferious,  and 
bent  all  his  ftudies  to  the  fer vice  of  Chrift  in  the  miniftry. 
When  tne  king  came  to  Cambridge,  Mr.  Prefton  was  ap¬ 
pointed  to  difpute  before  him:  The  queffion  was,  whether 
billies  had  reajon ,  01  could  make  jy i!o<rij'ms ?  JVlr.  Prejlon 
maintained  tne  affirmative;  and  inffanced  in  a  hound,  who 
coming  to  a  place  where  tiiree  ways  meet,  fmells  one  way 
and  the  other;  but  not  finding  the  fcent,  runs  down  the 
third  with  full  cry,  concluding  that  the  hare  not  being  gone 
either  of  the  two  firft  ways,  muff  neceffarily  be  gone  the 
third.  The  argument  had  a  wonderful  effect  on  the  audi- 

*  Rufhworth,  vol.  ii.  p.  3. 

*f  Clarke  o  Life  01  Dr.  Preiton;  annexed  to  his  General  Martyro- 
iogy,  p.  75. 
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ence,  and  would  have  opened  a  door  for  Mr.  Prefion'  s  pre¬ 
ferment,  had  not  his  inclinations  to  puritanifm  been  a  bar  in 
the  way.  He  therefore  refolved  upon  an  academical  life, 
and  took  upon  him  the  care  of  pupils,  for  which  he  was 
qualified  beyond  mod  in  the  univerfity.  Many  gentlemen’s 
fons  were  committed  to  his  care,  who  trained  them  up  in 
the  fentiments  of  the  firft  reformers;  for  he  affefted  the 
very  ftile  and  language  of  Calvin .  When  it  came  to  his 
turn  to  be  catechift,  he  went  through  a  whole  body  of  divi¬ 
nity  with  fuch  general  acceptance,  that  the  outward  chapel 
was  ufually  crouded  with  ftrangers  before  the  fellows  came 
in,  which  created  him  envy.  Complaint  was  made  to  the 
vice-chancellor  of  this  unufual  way  of  catechifing,  and  that 
it  was  not  fafe  to  fuffer  Dr.  Prejlon  to  be  thus  adored,  unlefs 
they  had  a  mind  to  fet  up  puritanifm ,  and  pull  down  the 
hierarchy;  it  was  therefore  agreed  in  the  convocation-houfe, 
that  no  ftranger,  neither  townfman  norfcholar,  fliould  upon 
any  pretence  come  to  thofe  leftures,  which  were  only  de- 
figned  for  the  members  of  the  college. 

There  was  little  preaching  in  the  univerfity  at  this  time, 
except  at  St.  Mary’s,  the  leftures  at  Trinity  and  St.  An¬ 
drews  being  prohibited;  Mr.  Prefion  therefore,  at  the 
requeft  of  the  townfmen  and  fcholars  of  other  colleges,  at¬ 
tempted  to  fet  up  an  evening  fermon  at  St.  Buttolph’s,  be¬ 
longing  to  Queen’s-college;  but  when  Dr.  Newcomb,  com- 
miffary  to  the  biflrop  of  Ely,  heard  of  it,  he  came  to  the 
church  and  forbad  it,  commanding  that-evening  prayers  only 
fhould  be  read:  There  was  a  vaft  croud,  and  earneft  en¬ 
treaty  that  Mr.  Prefion  might  preach,  at  leaft  for  that  time, 
but  the  commiflary  was  inexorable,  and  to  prevent  further 
importunities,  went  home  with  his  family;  after  he  was 
gone,  Mr.  Prefion  was  prevailed  with  to  preach;  and  be- 
caufe  much  time  had  been  fpent  in  debates,  they  adventured 
for  once  to  admit  the  fervice,  that  the  fcholars  might  be  pre- 
fent  at  their  college  prayers.  Next  day  the  commifiary  went 
to  Newmarket,  and  complained  both  to  the  bifliop  and 
king  ;  he  reprefented  the  danger  of  the  hierarchy,  and  the 
progrefs  of  non-conformity  among  the  fcholars,  and  allured 
them  that  Mr.  Prefion  was  in  fuch  high  efteem,  that  he  would 
carry  all  before  him  if  he  was  not  thoroughly  dealt  with. 

Being 
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Being  called  before  his  fuperiors,  he  gave  a  plain  narrative 
of  the  fact ;  and  added,  that  he  had  no  defign  to  affront  the 
bilhop  or  his  commiffary.  The  bilhop  faid,  the  king  was 
informed  that  he  was  an  enemy  to  forms  of  prayer ,  which 
Mr.  Prejlon  denying,  he  was  ordered  to  declare  his  judg¬ 
ment  upon  that  head,  in  a  fermon  at  St.  Buttolph’s  church, 
and  fo  was  difmiffed. 

Some  time  after,  king  James  being  at  Newmarket,  Mr. 
Prejlon  was  appointed  to  preach  before  him,  which  he  per¬ 
formed  with  great  applaufe,  having  a  fluent  ipeech,  a  com¬ 
manding  voice,  and  a  itrong  memory,  to  deliver  what  he  had 
prepared  without  tire  affiftance  of  notes.  The  king  fpake 
familiarly  to  him;  and  though  his  majefty  expreffed  a  dill  ike  to 
fome  of  his  puritan  notions,  he  commended  his  oppofing  the 
arminians.  And  the  duke  of  Buckingham  not  knowing  what 
friends  he  might  want  among  the  populace,  perfuaded  the 
kiiig  to  admit  him  one  oi  the  prince  s  chaplains  in  ordinary, 
and  to  wait  two  months  in  the  year,  which  he  did.  Soon 
after  this  he  was  chofeit  preacher  of  Bmcoln?s-inn,  and  upon 
the  refignation  of  Dr.  Chadderton ,  matter  of  Emanuel  col¬ 
lege,  in  the  year  1622,  at  which  time  he  took  his  degree  of 
doftor  of  divinity.  The  doctor  was  a  fine  gentleman, &a  com¬ 
plete  courtier,  and  in  high  efteem  with  the  duke  of  Bucking. 

,  who  thought  by  Ins  means  to  ingratiate  hum  elf  with 
the  puritans*  whole  power  was  growing  very  formidable  in 
parliament.  The  duke  offered  him  the  biihoprick  of  Glou- 
cefter ,  but  the  doctor  refufed,  and  chofe  rather  the  lecture- 
Ihip  of  Trinity  church,  which  he  kept  till  his  death.  '  By 
his  mtereft  in  the  duke  and  the  prince,  he  did  confiderable 
lei  vice  for  many, filenced  mmifters;  he  was  in  waiting  when 
kmg  James  died,  and  came  up  with  the  young  king  and  duke 
in  a  dole  coach  to  London.  But  fome  time  after  the  duke 
having  changed  meafures,  and  finding  that  he  could  neither 
gain  over  the  puritans  to  his  arbitrary  dcfigns,  nor  femrate 
ih.  dote  from  tlieir  imerdls,  he  fioived  ri  ihmke  haadl 
with  his  chaplain.  The  doftor  forefeeing  die  ftorm  was 
content  to  retire  quietly  to  his  college,  where  it  is  appre- 

->*“  Ba\P’'J0!r’  who  was  as  great  a  politician  as  the  duke,”  fays  Mr. 
^ranger,  was  not  to  be  over-reached.”  Ed. 
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headed  he  would  have  felt  fome  further  effe&s  of  the  duke’s 
difpleafure,  if  God  in  his  providence  had  not  cut  him  out 
work  of  a  different  nature,  which  engaged  all  his  thoughts 
to  the  time  of  his  death. 

Dr.  Prejlon  lived  a  Angle  life,  being  never  married;  nor 
had  he  any  cure  of  fouls.  He  had  a  ftrong  conffitution, 
which  he  wore  out  in  his  ftudy  and  in  the  pulpit.  His . dis¬ 
temper  veas  a  confumption  in  the  lungs,  for  which,  by  the 
advice  of  phyficians,  he  changed  the  air  feveral  times;  but 
the  failure  of  his  appetite  with  other  fymptoms  of  a  general 
decay,  prevailed  with  him  at  length  to  leave  off  all  medicine, 
and  refign  himfelf  to  the  will  of  God.  And  being  defirous 
of  dying  in  his  native  country,  and  among  his  old  friends, 
he  retired  into  Northamptonshire,  where  he  departed  this 
life  in  a  mod:  pious  and  devout  manner,  in  the  forty-frit 
year  of  his  age  ;  and  was.  buried  in  Fawfley  church,  old  Mr. 
Dod,  miniller  of  the  place,  preaching  his  funeral  fermon  to 
a  numerous  auditory,  July  20th,  1628.  Mr.  Fuller *  fays, 
“  He  was  an  excellent  preacher,  a  fubtle  difputant,  a  great 
“  politician;  fo  that  his  foes  mult  confefs,  that  (if  not  having 
too  little  of  the  dove)  he  had  enough,  of  the  ferpent. 
cc  Some  will  not  hick  to  fay,  he  had  parts  diffident  to  ma- 
“  nage  the  broad-feal,  which  was  offered  him,  but  the  com 
“  ditions  did  not  pleafe.  He  might  have  been  the  duke’s 
right  hand,  but  his  grace  finding  that  he  could  not  bring 
44  him  nor  his  party  off  to  his  fide,  he  would  ufe  him  no 
44  longer;”  which  fhews  him  to  be  an  honed:  man.  His 
practical  works  and  fermons  were  printed  by  his  own  order 
after  his  deceafe. 


*  Book  xi.  p.  1 3 1. 
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From  the  Dijfolution  of  the  third  Parliament  of  King 
Charles  I.  to  the  Death  of  Ar  chin  fop  Abbot. 

rT^HE  ancient  and  legal  government  of  England,  by  king, 
§  lords,  and  commons,  being  now  fuff  ended  by  the  royal 
will  and  plealure,  his  majeffy  refolved  to  fupply  the  neceffi- 
ties  of  the  hate,  by  fuch  other  methods  as  his  council  ihould 
advife,  who  gave  a  loofe  to  their  actions,  being  no  longer 
afraid  of  a  parliamentary  enquiry,  and  above  the  reach  of 
ordinary  juftice.  Inhead  of  the  authority  of  king  ana  par¬ 
liament,  all  publick  affairs  vvere  di reeled  by  proclamations 
of  the  king  and  council,  which  had  the  force  of  fo  many 
laws,  and  were  bound  upon  the  iubjeft  under  the  fever  eh 
penalties.  They  levied  the  duties  of  tonnage  and  poundage, 
and  laid  what  other  impohs  they  thought  proper  upon  mer¬ 
chandize,  which  they  let  out  to  farm  to  private  perfons  ; 
the  number  of  monopolies  was  incredible;  there  was  no 
branch  of  the  fubj eft’s  property  that  the  miniftry  could  dif- 
pofe  of,  but  was  bought  and  fold.  They  railed  above  a 
million  a  year  by  taxes  on  foap0  fait ,  candles ,  wine ,  cards , 
pins ,  leather ,  coals ,  &c.  even  to  the  foie  gathering  of  rags . 
Grants  were  given  out  for  weighing  hay  and  Jlraw  within 
three  miles  of  London  ;  for  gaugeing  red  herring  barrels ,  and 
blitter  cafks  ;  for  marking  iron ,  and  fealing  lacef  with  a  great 
many  others ;  which  being  purchafed  of  the  crown,  muff  be 
paid  for  by  the  fubjeft.  His  majeffy  claimed  a  right  in 
cafes  of  nscefity  (of  which  neceffity  himfelf  was  the  foie  judge) 
to  raife  money  by  / hip  writs ,  or  royal  mandates,  direfted  to 
the  fheriffs  of  the  feyeral  counties,  to  levy  on  the  fubjeft  the 
feveral  fums  of  money  therein  demanded,  for  the  mainte¬ 
nance  and  fupport  of  the  royal  navy.  The  like  was  de¬ 
manded  for  the  royal  army,  by  the  name  of  coat  and  conduct 
money ,  when  they  were  to  march;  and  when  they  were  in 

*  Stevens’s  Hiftorical  Account  of  all  Taxes,  p.  183-4.  2d  edit,  ,.VT 
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quarters,  the  men  were  billeted  upon  private  houfes.  Many 
were  put  to  death  by  martial  law,  who  ought  to  have  been 
tried  by  the  laws  of  the  land;  and  others  by  the  fame  mar¬ 
tial  law  were  exempted  from  the  punifliment,  which  by  law 
they  deferved.  Large  fums  of  money  were  raifed  by  corn- 
millions  under  the  great  feal,  to  compound  for  depopulations , 
for  nufances  in  building  between  high  and  low  water  mark , 
for  pretended  encroachments  on  the  for  efts ,  &c.  befide  the 
exorbitant  fines  of  the  lfar-chamber  and  high  commiffion 
court ;  and  the  extraordinary  projects  of  loans ,  benevolences , 
and  free  gifts.  Such  was  the  calamity  of  the  times,  that  no 
man  could  call  any  thing  his  own  longer  than  the  king 
pleafed ;  or  might  fpeak  or  write  againft  thefe  proceedings, 
without  the  utmoft  hazard  of  his  liberty  and  eflate. 

The  church  was  governed  by  the  like  arbitrary  and  illegal 
methods;  Dr.  Laud,  bilhop  of  London,  being  prime  mini- 
fler,  purfued  his  wild  fcheme  of  uniting  the  two  churches  of 
England  and  Rome* **  without  the  leaf!  regard  to  the  rights 
of  confcience,  or  the  laws  of  the  land,  and  very  feldom  to 
the  canons  of  the  church,  bearing  down  all  who  oppofed 
him  with  unrelenting  feverity  and  rigour.  To  make  way 
for  this  union,  the  churches  were  not  only  to  be  repaired, 
but  ornamented  with  pictures,  paintings,  images,  altar-pieces, 
&c.  the  forms  of  publick  worfihip  were  to  be  decorated  with 
a  number  of  pompous  rites  and  ceremonies,  in  imitation  of 


*  Dr.  Grey  is  much  difpleafed  with  Mr.  Neal  for  this  reprefentatic-n  of 
Laud's  views ;  but,  without  bringing  any  direct  evidences  to  refute  it,  he 
appeals  to  the  anfwer  of  Fijher,  and  the  teftimonies  of  Sir Edvoard  Deering 
and  Limborch  to  fhew,  that  the  archbifhop  was  not  a  papift.  This  may  be 
admitted,  and  the  proofs  of  it  are  alfo  adduced  by  Dr.  Harris ,  [Life  of 
Charles  I.  p.  207,]  yet  it  will  not  be  fo  eafy  to  acquit  Laud  of  a  partiality 
for  tne  church ,  though  not  the  court ,  of  Rome,  according  to  the  diftinftion 
May  makes  in  his  parliamentary  hiirory.  It  will  not  be  fo  eafy  to  clear 
him  of  the  charge  of  fymbolizing  with  the  church  of  Rome  in  its  two  lead¬ 
ing  features,  fuperjiition  and  intolerance .  LTnder  his  primacy  the  church 
of  England,  it  is  plain,  afTumed  a  very  popifh  appearance.  “  Not  only 
the  pomps  of  ceremonies  was  daily  increafed,  and  innovations  of  great 

**  fcandal  brought  into  the  church;  but,  in  point  of  doflrine,  many  fair 
<(  approaches  made  towards  Rome.”  Even  Beylin  fays,  “  the  doctrines 
“  are  altered  in  many  things;  as,  for  example,  the  pope  not  antichrift, 
“  pictures,  free-will,  Sec.;  the  thirty-nine  articles  feeming  patient,  if  not 

“  ambitious  alfo,  of  lome  catholick  fenfe.”— - May’s  Parliamentary  Hif- 

tory,  p.  22-  3 ;  and  Heylin’s  Life  of  Laud,  p.  252.  Ed. 
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the  church  of  Rome  ;  and  the  puritans ,  who  were  the  pro- 
feiTed  enemies  of  every  thing  that  looked  hke  popery,  weie 
to  be  fupprelTed  or  driven  out  of  tlie  land,  lo  accoinplifh 
the  latter,  his  lordfhip  prefented  the  king  with  certain  con- 
fiderations  for  fettling  the  church,  which  were  loon  after 
publilhed  with  fome  little  variation,  under  the  title  of 
Injlrudions  to  the  two  Archbijhops ,  concerning  certain  orders 
to  be  obferved ,  and  put  in  execution  by  the  fever  a  l  Bifhops . 

Here  his  majefty  commands  them  to  fee,  that  his  declara¬ 
tion  for  filencing  the  predeftinarian  controverfy  be  ftriftly 
obferved;  and  that  fpecial  care  be  taken  of  the  lectures  and 
afternoon  fermons,  in  their  feveral  diocefes,  concerning  which 
he  is  pleafed  to  give  the  following  inftruftions:* 


1.  “  That  in  all  parifhes  the  afternoon  fermons  be  turned 
into  catechizing  by  queftion  and  anfwer,  where  there  is 
not  fome  great  caufe  to  break  this  ancient  and  profit- 

cc  able  order. 

2.  66  That  every  lecturer  read  divine  fervice  before  lefturc 
ic  in  furplice  and  hood. 

3.  “  That  where  there  are  leftures  in  market-towns, 
<c  they  be  read  by  grave  and  orthodox  divines;  and  that 
cc  they  preach  in  gowns,  and  not  in  cloaks,  as  too  many 
“  do  ufe. 

4.  tc  That  no  lecturer  be  admitted,  that  is  not  ready  and 
u  willing  to  take  upon  him  a  living  with  cure  of  fouls. 

5.  cc  That  the  bifhops  take  order,  that  the  fermons  of  the 
lecturers  be  obferved. 

6.  u  That  none  under  noblemen,  and  men  qualified  by 
“  law,  keep  a  private  chaplain. 

7.  “  That  care  be  .taken,  that  the  prayers  and  catechifmgs 
u  be  frequented,  as  well  as  fermons.5’  Of  all  which  his 
majefty  requires  an  account  once  a  year. 


By  virtue  of  thefe  inftruftions,  the  bifhop  of  London  fum- 
moned  before  him  all  minifters  and  lecturers  in  and  about 
the  city,  and  in  a  folemn  fpeech  infifted  on  their  obedience. 

He  alfo  fent  letters  to  his  archdeacons,  requiring  them  to  fend 

$ 

*  A  liberal  mind  will  reprobate  thefe  inftrucHons,  as  evading  argument, 
preventing  difcuflion  and  enquiry,  breathing  the  fpirit  of  intolerance  and 
perfection,  aud  indicating  timidity.  Ed, 

him 
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*c  fcveral  lefturers  within  their  archdeaconries, 
,  ‘  ,m  P  aces  exempt  as  not  exempt,  with  the  places 

}  Crc  they  Poached,  and  their  quality  or  degree;  as  alfo 
the  names  01  fuch  gentlemen,  who  being  not  qualified,  kept 
chaplains  in  their  own  houfes.  His  lordihip  required  them 
further,  to  leave  a  copy  of  the  king’s  inftnlftions  concerning 
lecturers  with  the  parfon  of  every  parifli,  and  to  fee  that 
they  were  'duly  obferved. 

r  i£le[e  L:egturers  were  chiefly  puritans ,  who  not  being 
fatisfied  with  a  full  conformity,  fo  as  to  take  upon  them  a 
cm  e  of foius.,  only  preached  in  the  afternoons,  being  chofen 
and  maintained  by  the  people.  They  were  ftrift  calvinifts, 
warm  and  aflectionate  preachers,  and  diftinguifhed  them- 
le.yes  by  a  religious  obfervance  of  the  Lord’s-day,  by  a 
bold  oppofition  to  popery  and  the  new  ceremonies, 'and 'by 
an  uncommon  feverity  of  life.  Their  manner  of  preaching 
gave  the  biihop  a  diftafte  to  fermons,  who  was  already  of 
opinion  that  they  did  more  harm  than  good,  infomuch  'that 
on  a  jcii  ay  or  the  plague  then  in  London,  prayers  were 
ordered  to  be  read  in  all  churches,  but  not  a  fermon  to  be 
preached,  left  the  people  fhould  wander  from  their  oven  pa- 
n^les*  lefturers  had  very  popular  talents,  and  drew 

geeaL  numbers  of  people  after  them.  Bifhop  Laud  would 
otren  lay,  “  Ihey  were  the  molt  dangerous  enemies  of  the 
Late,  becaufe  by  their  prayers  and  fermons  they  awakened 
the  people  s  difaffecHon,  and  therefore  mult  be  fuppreffed.” 
^Good  old  archbilhop  Abbot  was  of  another  fpirit,  but  the 
rems  were  taken  out  of  his  hands.  lie  had  a  good  opinion 
of  the  lecturers ,  as  men  who  had  the  proteflant  religion  at 
heart,  and  would  fortify  their  hearers  againft  the  return  of 
popery.*  When  Mr.  Palmer ,  lefturer  of  St.  Alphage  in 
Canterbury,  was  commanded  to  deiift  from  preaching  by  the 
archdeacon,  becaufe  he  drew  great  numbers  of  factious 
people  aftei  him,  and  did  not  wear  the  furplice,  the  arch¬ 
bilhop  authorized  nun  to  continue:  The  like  he  did  by  Mr. 
Udnay ,  of  A  Hi  ford,  for  which  he  was  complained  of,  as  not 
enforcing  the  king’s  inftruclions,  whereby  the  commiilioners 
(as  they  fay)  were  made  a  fcorn  to  the  factious,  and  the 
aicnaccicon  s  jurifdicfion  inhibited.  But  in  the  diocefe  of 

*  Prynne’s  Introd.p.  94,  361/373.  ' 
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London  bifliop  Laud  proceeded  with  the  utmoft  feverity. 
Many  lecturers  were  put  down,  and  fuchas  preached  againft 
arminianifm  or  the  new  ceremonies,  were  fufpended  and  fi- 
lenced;  among  whom  were  the  reverend  Mr.  John  Rogers 
of  Dedham,  Mr.  Daniel  Rogers  of  Wethersfield,  Mr.  Hooker 
of  Chelmsford,  Mr.  W bite  of  Knightfbridge,  Mr.  Are  her , 
Mr.  William  Martin ,  Mr.  Edwards ,  Mr.  Jones ,  Mr.  Dod , 
Mr.  Hilderjham ,  Mr.  Ward,  Mr.  Saunders ,  Mr.  James 
Gardiner ,  Mr.  Foxley ,  and  many  others. 

The  reverend  Mr.  Bernard \  le&urer  of  St.  Sepulchre’s, 
London,  having  ufed  this  expreflion  in  his  prayer  before 
fermon,  Lord  open  the  eyes  of  the  queen's  majejly,  that  Jhc 
may  fee  Jcfus  Chrijl ,  whom  fhe  has  pierced  with  her  infidelity , 
fuperftition,  and  idolatry ,#  was  fummoned  before  the  high  com- 
miffion  January  28th,  and  upon  his  humble  fubmiffion  was 
difmiflfed;  but  fome  time  after,  in  his  fermon  at  St.  Mary’s 
in  Cambridge,  fpeaking  offenfive  words  againft  arminianifm 
and  the  new  ceremonies,  bifliop  Laud  fent  for  a  copy  of 
his  fermon,  and  having  cited  him  before  the  high  com- 

.  '  t  m  o  o 

million,  required  him  to  make  an  open  recantation  of  what 
he  had  faid,  which  his  confcience  not  fuffering  him  to  do, 
he  was  fufpended  from  his  miniftry,  excommunicated,  fined 
one  thoufand  pounds,  condemned  in  cofts  of  fuit,  and  com¬ 
mitted  to  New  Prifon,  where  he  lay  fundry  months,  being 
cruelly  ufed,  and  almoft  ftarved  for  want  of  necelfaries,  of 
which  he  complained  to  the  bifliop  in  fundry  letters,  but 
could  get  no  relief  unlefs  he  would  recant.  Mr.  Bernard 
offered  to  confefs  his  forrow  and  penitence  for  any  over- 
fights,  or  unbecoming  expreffions  in  his  fermons,  which 
would  not  be  accepted;  fo  that  in  conclufion  he  was  ut¬ 
terly  ruined. 

Mr.  Charles  Chauncey ,  minifter  of  Ware,  having  faid  in  a 
femon,  that  the  preaching  of  the  gofpel  would  be  yuppreffed , 
and  that  there  was  much  atheifm ,  popery ,  arminianifm ,  and 
herefy  crept  into  the  church ,  was  queftioned  for  it  in  the 
high  commiflion,  and  not  dilmifled  till  he  had  made  an  open 
recantation,  which  we  fliall  meet  with  hereafter. 

j  Peter  Smart ,  one  of  the  prebendaries  of  Durham, 
and  minifter  of  that  city,  was  imprifoned  by  the  high  com- 

*  B-ufhworth,  vol.  ii.  p.  32,  140.  Prynne,  p.  365,  367. 
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m.ixu.n  oH  ork  this  fummer,  for  a  fermon  preached  from 
theie  words,  I  hate  all  thofe  that  love  fuperjlitious  vanities , 
Inn  toy  law  do  I  love-,  m  which  he  took  occafion  to  fpeak 
agamic  images  and  pithires,  and  the  late  pompous  innova¬ 
tions.  He  was  confined  four  months  before  the  commif- 
honcrs  exhibited  any  articles  againft  him,  and  five  more 
before  any  proctor  was  allowed  him.  From  York  he  was 
carried  up  to  Lambeth,  and  from  thence  back  again  to 
*  ork>  and  at  length  was  deprived  of  his  prebend,  degraded 
excommunicated,  fined  five  hundred  pounds,  and  committed 
close  prifoner,  where  he  continued  eleven  years,  till  he  was 
let  at  liberty  by  the  long  parliament  in  1640.  He  was  a 
perfon  of  a  grave  and  reverend  afpeft,*  but  died  foon  after 
his  releafe:  The  feverity  of  a  long  imprifonment  haviim 
contributed  to  the  impairing  his  constitution. j-  ^ 

Ihe  king’s  inflruftions  and  the  violent  meafures  of  the 
prime  minifter,  brought  a  great  deal  of  bufinefs  into  the 
Spiritual  courts ;  one  or  other  of  the  puritan  minifters  was 


*  Fuller’s  Church  Hiftory,  b.  ii.  p.  173. 

,  ^  Jnere  tne  niftorian,  remarks  bifhop  TNt arhurton,  was  much  at  a 

€t  Iofs  for  his  confelfor’s  good  qualities,  while  he  is  forced  to  take  up  with 
hxS  g'r  a^ue  and  1  e-uersnd  afpe£l .  It  might  have  fcreened  this  paffao-s 
from  his  lordfhip’s  fneer  and  farcafm  that  thefe  are  the  words  of  Fuller , 
whofe  hiftory  furniftied  the  whole  paragraph,  and  whofe  defcription  of  Mr! 
Smart  goes  into  no  other  particulars.  "His  lordfhip  certainly  did  not  wilh 
Mr.  Neal  to  have  drawn  a  charaHer  from  his  own  invention.  Not  to 
ui  ge  that  the  countenance  is  tne  index  01  the  mind.  It  appears,  as  Hr, 
Grey  obferves,  that  tne  proceedings  again  11  Smart  commenced  in  the  high 
commiffion  court  in  Durham,  See  Wood’s  Athens  Oxon,  vol.  ii.  p.  1 1. 
Fhe  Bodor,  and  Nelfion  in  his  Collections,  vol.  i.  p.  318-1  q,  produce  foms 
paragraphs  from  Smart's  fermon  to  fhew  the  drain  and  fpirit  of  it.  There 
was  printed  a  virulent  tra&  at  Durham,  1736,  entitled,  “  An  illudration 
*6  of  Mr.  Neal's  hiftory  of  the  puritans,  in  the  article  of  Peter  Smart , 
A.  M.  It  is  a  detail  of  the  proceedings  againft  Smart ,  and  of  fubfe- 
quent  proceedings  in  parliament  againft  Dr.  Cofins  upon  the  complaint  of 
Smart ;  whom  the  author  aims  to  reprefen  t  in  a  very  unfavourable  point  of 
view  ;  but  without  neceftity,  as  the  very  profecution  of  him  fhews,  that  he 
muft  have  been  very  offensive  to  thofe  who  were  admirers  of  the  fuperfti- 
tions  and  ceremonies  againft  which  ne  inveighed.  He  was  afterwards  not 
only  let  at  liberty,  but  by  the  order  of  the  lords,  in  1642,  was  reftored  to 
his  prebend  in  Durham,  and  was  prefented  to  the  vicarage  of  Aycliff  in 
the  fame  dioccfe.  Nelfon’s  Collections,  vol.  ii.  p.  406.  The  puritans,  by 
whom  he  was  efteemed  a  protomartvr,  it  is  faid,  raifed  400I.  a  year  for 
him  by  a  fubfcription.  Granger’s  Hiilory  of  England,  vpl.ii.  p.  1 77.  Ed. 

every 
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every  week  fufpended  or  deprived,  and  their  families  driven 
to  diftrefs;  nor  was  there  any  profpeft  of  relief,  the  clouds 
gathering  every  day  thicker  over  their  heads,  and  threaten¬ 
ing  a  violent  ftorm.  This  put  them  upon  projecting  a  far¬ 
ther  fettlement  in  New-England,  where  they  might  be  de¬ 
livered  from  the  hands  of  their  oppreflors,  and  enjoy  the 
free  liberty  of  their  confciences;  which  gave  biith  to  a  fc- 
cond  grand  colony  in  North- America,  commonly  known  by 
the  name  of  the  Massachusets-Bay.  Several  peifons  of 
quality  and  fubftance  about  the  city  of  London  engaging  in 
the  defign,  obtained  a  charter  elated  March  4,  1620-9, 
wherein  the  gentlemen  and  merchants  therein  named,  and 
all  who  fhould  thereafter  join  them,  were  conflituted  a  body 
corporate  and  politick,  by  the  name  of  the  governor  and 
company  of  the  Massachusets-Bay  in  New-Lngland. 
They  were  empowered  to  eleef  their  own  governor,  deputy- 
governor,  and  magiflratesyj  and  to  make  fuch  laws  as  they 
fhould  think  fit  for  the  good  of  the  plantation,  not  repug¬ 
nant  to  the  laws  of  England.  Free  liberty  of  confcience 
was  likewife  granted  to  all  who  fhould  fettle  in  thofe  parts, 
to  worfhip  God  in  their  own  way  A  The  new  planters  be¬ 
ing  all  puritans,  made  their  application  to  the  reverend  Mr. 
Higginfon ,  a  filenced  minifter  in  Leicefterfhire,  and  to  Mr. 
Skelton  another  filenced  minifter  of  Lincolnlhire,  to  be  their 
chaplains,  defiring  them  to  engage  as  many  of  their  friends 
as  were  willing  to  embark  with  them.  The  little  fleet  that 
went  upon  this  expedition,  confided  of  fix  fail  of  tranfports, 
from  four  to  twenty  guns,  with  about  three  hundred  and 
fifty  paffengers,  men,  women,  and  children.  They  carried 
with  them  one  hundred  and  fifteen  head  of  cattle,  as  horfes, 
mares,  cows,  &c.  forty-one  goats,  fix  pieces  of  cannon  for  a 
fort,  with  mufkets,  pikes,  drums,  colours,  and  a  large  quan¬ 
tity  of  ammunition  and  provifion.  The  fleet  failed  May  1 1, 
1629,  and  arrived  the  24th  of  June  following  at  a  place 
called  by  the  natives,  Neumkeak,  but  by  the  new  planters, 
Salem,  which  in  the  Hebrew  language  fignifies  peace . 

Religion  being  the  chief  motive  of  their  retreating  into 
thefe  parts,  that  was  fettled  in  the  firft  place.  Auguft  the 

*  This  is  a  mifiake  :  the  charter  did  not  once  mention  liberty  of  con- 
fcience  or  toleration.  Gordon’s  Hiftory  of  the  American  War,  v.  i.  p.  19. 
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_6tli  being  appointed  for  the  folemnity  of  forming  themfelves 
into  a  religious  fociety,  the  day  was  fpent  in  °fafthm  and 
prayer;  and  thirty  perfons  who  defined  to  be  of  the’ com¬ 
munion,  feverally  in  the  prefence  of  the  whole  congregation 
declared  their  confent  to  a  confeffion  of  faith  which  Mr! 

Higgmfon  had  drawn  up,  and  figned  the  following  covenant 
With  their  hands. 

ec  “We  covenant  with  our  Lord,  and  one  with  another. 
cc  y  e  bind  ourfelves  m  the  prefeuce  of  God,  to  walk  toge- 
‘  1tlcl‘n  b's  wa7sJ  according  as  he  is  pleafed  to  reveal 
<e  hl™eb  to  us  in  his  bluffed  word  of  truth,  and  do  profefs 

‘  to  walk  as  follows,  through  the  power  and  grace  of  our 
“  Lord  Jefus  Chrift.* 

^ <a  ou^ii  the  Lord  to  be  our  God,  and  ourfelves  to 
“  be  llis  people,  in  the  truth  and  fimplicity  of  our  fpirits. 

V  We  g've  ourfelves  to  the  Lord  Jelus  Chrift,  and  to 
“  tue  word  of  his  grace,  for  the  teaching,  ruling,  and  fane- 
ti  ying  us5  in  matters  or  worfhip  and  converfation,  refolv- 
mg  to  1  eject  all  canons  and  conAitutions  of  men  in  worfhip. 
^  piomife  to  walk  with  our  brethren  with  all  watch- 

tc  gtnd  tendernefs,  avoiding  jealoufies,  fufpicions, 

“  backbitings,  cenfurings,  provokings,  fecret  rifings  of 
fpjiit  againA  them;  but  in  all  offences  to  follow  the  rule 
of  our  Lord  Jefus  Chrift,  and  to  bear  and  forbear,  give 
6C  and  forgive,  as  he  hath  taught  us. 

cc  In  publick  or  private  we  will  willingly  do  nothing  to 
the  offence  of  the  church,  but  will  be  willing  to  take  ad- 
<c  vice  for  ourfelves  and  ours,  as  occafion  fhall  he  prefented. 
We  will  not  in  the  congregation  he  forward,  either  to 
fliew  our  own  gifts  and  parts  in  fpeaking,  or  fcrupling,  or 
“  in  difeovering  the  weakneffes  or  failings  of  our  brethren  ; 

<c  but  attend  an  ordinary  call  thereunto,  knowing  how  much 
cc  the  Lord  may  be  difhonoured,  and  his  gofpel,  and  the 
profeffion  of  it,  flighted  by  our  diflempers,  and  weak- 
“  neffes  in  publick. 

We  hind  ourfelves  to  Andy  the  advancement  of  the 
gofpel  in  all  truth  and  peace,  both  in  regard  of  thofe  that 
are  within  or  without,  no  way  flighting  our  fiAer  churches, 
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“  but  ufing  their  coutifel  as  need  (hall  be;  not  laying  a 
«  ftumbling-block  before  any,  no  not  the  Indians ,  whofe 
«  good  we  defire  to  promote,  and  fo  to  converfe  as  we  may 
“  avoid  the  very  appearance  of  evil. 

“  We  do  hereby  promife  to  carry  ourfelves  in  all  lawful 
44  obedience  to  thofe  that  are  over  us  in  church  or  common- 
44  wealth  knowing  how  well-pleafing  it  will  be  to  the  Lord, 
44  that  the;  fliould  have  encouragement  in  their  places  by 
our  not  gaeving  their  (pints  by  our  irregularities. 

44  We  refdve  to  approve  ourfelves  to  the  Lord  in  our 
particular  eatings,  Ihunning  idlenefs,  as  the  bane  of  any 
44  date;  nor  win  we  deal  hardly  or  oppreffingly  with  any, 
44  wherein  we  artflie  Lord's  (towards. 

44  Promifing  alfo  to  the  bed  of  our  ability,  to  teach  our 
“.children  and  ferva^s  the  knowledge  of  God,  and  of  his 
44  will,  that  they  mayferve  him  alfo.  And  all  this  not  by 
44  any  drength  of  ourawn,  but  by  the  Lord  Jefus  Chrid, 
44  whofe  blood  we  dc  fir  e-nay  fprinkle  this  our  covenant  made 

44  in  his  name.” 

•  * 

'  After  this  they  chofe  Skelton  their  pador,  Mr.  Hig- 
ginfcn  their  teacher,  and  fr.  Houghton  their  ruling  elder, 
who  were  feparated  to  their  -yeral  offices  by  the  impofition 
of  the  hands  of  fome  of  te  brethren  appointed  by  the 
church  to  that  fervice.*  ihffi-d  winter  proved  a  fatal  one 
to  the  infant  colony,  carrying  c above  one  hundred  of  their 
company,  and  among  the  rdVlr.  Houghton  their  elder, 
and  Mr.  Higginfon  their  teacher,  u  latter  of  whom  not  being 
capable  of  undergoing  the  fatigue0f  a  new  fettlement,  fell 
into  a  hectick,  and  diea  in  the  foT.third  year  of  his  age. 
Mr.  Higginfon  had  been  educated  iffiananuel-college,  Cam¬ 
bridge,  proceeding  1VL  A.  being  aftcvarjs  parfon  of  one  of 
the  five  churches  in  Leiceder,  wnerea  continued  for  fome 
years,  till  he  was  deprived  for  nor»pnformity;  but  fuch 
were  his  talents  for  the  pulpit,  that  afr  fijfpenfion,  the 
town  obtained  liberty  from  bidiop  WilLns  t0  cjjUfc  p;m  for 
their  lefturer,  and  maintained  him  by  u;r  voluntary  con¬ 
tributions,  till  Laud  being  at  the  head  o^lurcp  allairs  he 
was  articled  againd  in  the  high  commihn?  anj  expe&cd 

*  Mather’s  Hid.  N.  E.  b.  iii.  p.  74,  g 
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cvoy  hour  a  fentence  of  perpetual  imprifonment:  This  in- 
ouced  him  to  accept  of  an  invitation  to  remove  to  New- 
England,  which  coll  him  his  life.  Mr.  Skelton,  the  other 
minuter,  was  a  Lincolnlhire  divine,  who  being  filenced  for 
non-conformity,  accepted  of  a  like  invitation,  and  died  of 
the  hardlhips  of .  the  country,  Auguft  2,  1634.  From  this 
mall  beginning  is  the  Maffachufet  province  groan  to  the 
figure  it  now  makes  in  the  American  world.  ° 

Next  fummer  the  governor  went  over  with  ?  frefh  recruit 
of  two  hundred  minifters,  gentlemen,  and  others,  who  were 
forced  out  of  their  native  country  by  the  hea  of  the  Laudean 
perfecution.  .  Upon  their  embarkation  tlw  left  behind  them 
a  paper,  which  was  loon  after  publided,  entitled,  The 
humble  requeft  of  his  majejlfs  loyal fubjeh,  the  governor  and 
company  lately  gone  for  New-Englam  to  the  reft  of  their 
brethren  in ,  and  of  the  church  of  Erjand,fer  the  obtaining 
cf  their  prayers,  and  removal  of fufpfns  and  mifconftrudUons 
cf  their  intentions.  Wherein  the  intreat  the  reverend  fa¬ 
thers  and  brethren  of  the  churclpf  England  to  recommend 
them  to  the  mercies  of  God  in-heir  conflant  prayers,  as  a 
new  church  now  fpringing  outPf  their  bowels:  “  For  you 
“  ai'e  not  ignorant  (fay  they)  hat  the  fpiric  of  God  ftirred 
“  up  the  apoftle  Paul  to  m?e  a  continual  mention  of  the 
“  church  of  Philippi,  whicb|as  a  colony  from  Rome.  Let 
“  the  fame  fpirit,  we  befee<*  you,  put  you  in  mind  that  are 
t£  the  Lord’s  remembranc  e  to  pray  for  us  without  ceafino-- 
“  and  what  goodnefs  yohhall  extend  to  us  in  this,  or  any 
“  other  chriftian  kindnej  we,  your  brethren  in  C  hr  ill,  fhail 
“  labour  to  repay  in  wlt  duty  we  are,  or  fhail  be  able  to 
<s  perform  ;  promifing0  far  as  God  fhail  enable  11s,  to  give 
“  him  no  reft  on  youjehalf,  wifliing  our  heads  and  hearts 
may  be  fountains  -f  tears  for  your  everlafting  welfare 
“  when  we  fhail  be1  our  poor  cottages  in  the  wildernefs* 

“  overlhadowed  wi-  the  fpirit  of  (application,  through  the 
“  manifold  neceflr3  and  tribulations  which  may  not  alto- 
£t  gether  unexpe<f%5  nor,  we  hope,  unprofitably  befall  us.” 

When  it  append  that  the  planters  could  fubfift  in  their 
new  fettlementftreat  numbers  of  their  friends  with  their 
families  flockedfter  them  every  fummer.  In  the  fucceed- 
ing  twelve  ye?  of  ^chbifliop  Laud’s  achniniftration,  there 
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went  over  about  four  thoufand  planters,*  wlio  laid  the  foun¬ 
dation  of  feveral  little  towns  and  villages  up  and  down  the 
country,  carrying  over  with  them  in  materials,  money,  and 
cattle,  &c.  not  lefs  than  to  the  value  of  one  hundred  and 
ninety-two  thoufand  pounds,  beiides  the  merchandize  in¬ 
tended  for  traffick  with  the  Indians.  Upon  the  whole,  it 
has  been  computed,  that  the  four  fettlements  of  New-Eng- 
land,  viz.  Plymouth,  the  Maffachufets-Bay,  Connecticut,  and 
Newhaven,  all  which  were  accompl ifhed  before  the  beginning 
of  the  civil  wars,  drained  England  of  four  or  five  hundred 
thoufand  pounds  in  money,  (a  very  great  firm  in  thofe  days) 
and  if  the  perfecution  of  the  puritans  had  continued  twelve 
years  longer,  it  is  thought  that  a  fourth  part  of  the  riches 
of  the  kingdom  would  have  palled  out  of  it  through  this 
channel. 

The  chief  leaders  of  the  people  into  tliefe  parts  were  the 
puritan  minifters ,  who  being  hunted  from  one  diocefe  to  an¬ 
other,  at  laft  chofe  this  wijdernefs  for  their  retreat,  which 
lias  proved  (through  the  over-ruling  providence  of  God)  a 
great  acceffion  to  the  ftrength  and  commerce  of  thefe  kins- 
doms.  I  have  before  me  a  lift  of  feventy-feven  divines,  who 
became  paftors  of  fundry  little  churches  and  congregations 
in  that  country  before  the  year  1640,  all  of  whom  were  in 
orders  in  the  church  of  England.  The  reader  will  meet 
with  an  account  of  feme  of  them  in  the  courfe  of  this  Tiiftory; 
and  I  mud  fay,  though  they  were  not  all  of  the  firft  rank  for 
deep  and  extenfive  learning,  yet  they  had  a  better  iliare  of  it 
than  mod  of  the  neighbouring  clergy;  and,  which  is  of  more 
confequence,  they  were  men  of  ft  rift  fobriety  and  virtue; 
plain,  furious,  affectionate  preachers,  exactly  conformable  in 
fentiment  to  the  doftrinal  articles  of  the  church  of  England, 
and  took  a  great  deal  of  pains  to  promote  chriftian  know¬ 
ledge,  and  a  reformation  of  manners  in  their  feveral  parifhes. 

To  return  to  England.  Though  Dr.  Davenant ,  the  learned 
bifliop  of  Saliibury,  had  declared  for  the  doctrine  of  uni* 
verfal  redemption  at  the  fynod  of  Dort,  he  was  this  year 
brought  into  trouble  for  touching  upon  the  point  of  pre- 
deJlinationp\  in  his  Lent  fermon  before  the  king,  on  Romans 


*  Mather’s  Hid,  N.E.  b.  i.  p.  17,  23.  f  Fuller,  b.  xi.  p.  138. 


V]  n,  n 


suo  the  HISTORY  CHAP.  IV. 

VI"  2j’  ^je  pft-  °f  *s  eternal  life)  through  Jefus  Chrijl 
our  Lon..  1  his  was  confirmed  as  a  contempt  of  the  kirn’s 
injunctions,  for  which  his  lordfhip  was  two  days  after  fum- 
moned  before  the  privy  council,  where  he  prelented  himfelf 
upon  his  knees,  and  lo  had  continued,  for  any  favour  he 
received  from  any  of  his  own  funftion  then  prefent;  but  the 
temporal  lords  bid  him  rife  and  Hand  to  his  defence.  The 
accufation  was  managed  by  Dr .Hafenet,  archbifhop  of  York; 
Laud  walking  by  all  the  while  in  filence,  without  fpeaking 
a  word.  L  arj'cnci  put  him  in  mind  of  his  obligations  to 

king  James  ;  of  the  piety  of  his  prefent  majejifs  injtrucUons ; 
and  then  aggravated  his  contempt  of  them  with  treat  vehe- 
mence  and  acrimony.  Bifliop  Davenant  replied "with  mild- 
nefs,  that  he  was  forry  that  an  eflabliflied  doftrine  of  the 
church  fliould  be  fo  diflafted;  that  he  had  preached  nothing 
but  what  was  exprefsly  contained  in  the  feventeenth  article, 
and  was  ready  to  jultify  the  truth  of  it.  It  was  replied,  that 
the  doctrine  was  not  gamfaid,  but  the  king  had  commanded 
thefe  queflions  fliould  not  be  debated,  and  therefore  his  ma- 
jjefty  took  it  more  offenfively  that  any  fliould  do  it  in  his  own 
hearing,  fire  bifhop  replied,  that  he  never  underllood  that 
liis  majeily  had  tor  bid  the  handling  any  doctrine  compriled 
in  the  articles  of  the  church,  but  only  the  railing  new7,  quef- 
tions,  or  putting  a  new7  fenfe  upon  them,  which  he  never 
Ihould  do;  that  in  the  king’s  declaration  ail  the  thirty-nine 
articles  are  confirmed,  among  which  the  feventeenth  of  pre- 
dejlination  is  one;  that  all  miniflers  are  obliged  to  fubfcribe 
to  the  truth  of  this  article,  and  to  continue  in  the  true  pro- 
feffion  of  that  as  well  as  the  reft;  the  bifliop  defired  it  might 
be  {hewn  wherein  he  had  tranfgrelTed  his  majefty’s  com¬ 
mands,  when  he  had  kept  himfelf  within  the  bounds  of  the 
article,  and  had  moved  no  new  or  curious  queflions.  To 
which  it  was  replied,  that  it  was  the  king’s  pleafure,  that  for 
the  peace  of  the  church  thefe  high  queflions  might  be  for- 
born.  The  bifliop  then  faid,  he  was  forry  he  underftood 
not  his  majefty’s  intention,  and  that  for  time  to  come  he 
would  conform  to  his  commands.*  Upon  this  he  was  dif- 
mified  without  further  trouble,  and  was.  after  fome  time 
admitted  to  kifs  the  king’s  hand,  who  did  not  fail  to  remind 

*  Frynne,  p.  173,  176, 
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him  that  the  do&rine  of  predejiination  was  too  big  for  the 
people’s  underftanding,  and  therefore  he  was  refolved  not 
to  give  leave  for  difcuffing  that  controverfy  in  the  pulpit. 
Hereupon  the  bifliop  retired,  and  was  never  afterwards  in 
favour  at  court. 

Soon  after  Mr.  Madye,  lecturer  of  Chr ill-church,  London, 
was,  cited  before  the  high  commiflion,  and  [March  1  o,  1 630 J 
was,  by  act  of  court,  prohibited  to  preach  any  more  within 
the  diocefe  of  London,  becaufe  he  had  difobeyed  the  king’s 
declaration,  by  preaching  on  predomination.  Dr.  Cornelius 
Burges ,  Mr.  White,  the  famous  Dr.  Prideaux,  Mr.  Hobbes  of 
Trinity-college,  and  Mr.  Cook  of  Brazen-nofe,  with  others, 
buffered  on  the  fame  account. 

But  Dr.  Alexander  Leighton,  a  Scots  divine,  and  hither  of 
the  worthy  and  celebrated  prelate  of  that  name,  fo  highly 
commended  by  bifliop  Burnet  in  the  Hiftory  of  his  Life  and 
Times,  met  with  fevere  ufage  in  the  liar-chamber,  for  ven¬ 
turing  to  write  againft  the  hierarchy  of  the  church.*  This 
divine  had  publiflied  during  the  lafl:  feflion  of  parliament,  an 
appeal  to  the  parliament ;  or,  Zion's  plea  againjl  prelacy ,f 


*  Rufhworth,  vol.  i.  p.  55,  56,  57, 

*  Dr.  Harris ,  who  had  read  by  far  the  greateft  part  of  this.  piece,  fays ; 
that  “  it  was  written  with  fpirit,  and  more  fenfe  and  learning  than  the 
“  writers  of  that  flamp  ufually  fhewedin  their  produ&ions and  adds,  “  f 
cannot,  for  my  life,  fee  any  thing  in  it  deferving  fo  heavy  a  cenfure.” 
Life  of  Charles  I.  p.  225.  His  calling  the  queen  “  a  daughter  ofHeth,’* 
as  Mr.  Pierce  obferves,  meant  no  more  than  that  (he  was  a  papift.  Bifhop 
Tillot/on  afterwards  ufed  a  not  much  better  exprefhon  concerning  foreign, 
popifh  princes,  without  giving  any  umbrage,  in  {tiling  them  the  people 
of  thefe  abominations.”  Such  language  had  much  countenance  from  the 
tafte  and  fpirit  of  the  age.  Whitlocke,  as  well  as  Heylin ,  reprefents  Dr, 
Leighton  as  charged  with  exciting  the  parliament  to  kill  all  the  bijhops,  and 
/mite  them  under  the  fifth  rih ;  and  other  writers  have  repeated  the  accufa- 
tion :  a  circumftance  not  noticed  by  Mr.  Neal.  It  appears  to  be  un¬ 
grounded,  for  Mr.  Pierce  could  not  find  it  in  the  books,  but  only  a  call  on 
tile  parliament  utterly  to  root  out  the  hierarchy.  Nor  did  it  form  any  one 
of  the  articles  of  information  againfl:  Dr.  Leighton  in  the  liar- chamber* 
Pierce’s  Vindication,  p.  177;  and  Rufhworch,  vol.  i.  p.  55.  It  greatly 
aggravated  the  injulti.ee  and  cruelty  of  the  fentence  patted  on  him  ;  that  his 
book  was  printed  for  the  ufe  of  the  parliament  only,  and  not  in  England, 
but  in  Holland.  The  heads  were  previouily  fanCtioned  by  the  approbation 
of  five  hundred  perfons  under  their  hands,  whereof  fome  were  members  of 
parliament.  And  when  the  parliament  was  diffolved,  he  returned  without 
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wheiein  ne  fpeaks  not  only  with  freedom,  but  with  very 
giedL  rudenefs  and  indecency  againft  bishops;  calling  them 
men  of  bloody  and  faying,  that  we  do  not  read  of  a  greater 
perleeution  and  higher  indignities  done  towards  °God’s 
people  m  any  nation  than  in  this,  fince  the,  death  of  queen 
Ldzaocth.  He  calls  the  prelacy  of  the  church  antichriftian. 
He  declaims  vehemently  againft  the  canons  and  ceremonies* 
and  adds,  that  the  church  has  her  laws  from  the  feripture, 
mid  that  no  king  may  make  laws  for  the  houfe  of  God. 

c.  1  ts  tilc  ftueen  a  daughter  of  Heth ,  and  concludes  with 
Lij mg,  what  pity  it  is  that  fo  ingenuous  and  tractable  a  king 
1  lion  id  be  fo  monftroufly  abufed  by  the  bifliops,  to  the  un- 
t  omg  of  himieif  and  his  iubjects.  Now  though  the  warmth 
°  ^dele  expreflions  can  no  ways  be  juftified,  yet  let  the 
readei  confider  whether  they  bear  any  proportion  to  the  fen- 

J\ncc  r'lc  coim-  #  1  he  caufe  was  tried  June  4,  1630. 

defendant,  in  his  anfwer,  owned  the  writing  of  the 
k°°k5  J‘.cn^n§  anY  ^  intention;  his  defign  being  only  to  lay 
tnefe  things  before  the  next  parliament  for  their  confidera- 
llon\  .  Neverthelefs,  the  court  adjudged  unanimoufly,  that 
for  this  offence  the  doctor  Jhould  be  committed  to  the  prifon  of 
t.oe  Fieet  for  life ,  and  pay  a  fine  of  ten  thoufand  pounds ;  that 
the  high  commission  Jhould  degrade  him  from  his  miniftry ; 
and  that  then  he  Jhould  be  brought  to  the  pillory  at  Wejlminjler \ 
while  the  cow  t  was  fitting ,  and  bewhipt;  after  whipping ,  be 
fet  upon  the  pillory  a  convenient  time ,  and  have  one  of  his  ears 
cut  of)  one  fide  of  his  nofeflit ,  and  be  branded  in  the  face  -with 
a  double  S,  S.  for  a  f owe  r  of f edit  ion:  5  hat  then  he  Jhoidd  be 
carried  back  to  prifon ,  and  after  a  fevc  days  be  pilloried  a  fe- 
cond  dime  in  Cheapfide ,  and,  be  there  like  wife  whipt ,  and  have 
the  other  fide  of  his  nofefit ,  and  his  other  ear  cut  of]  and  then 
be  f  ut  up  in  clofe  prifon  for  the  remainder  of  his  life.  Biihop 
Laud  pulled  oft  his  cap  while  this  mercilefs  fentence  was 
pronouncing,  and  gave  God  thanks  for  it! 

Between  paffing  the  fentence  and  execution,  the  doctor 
made  Ins  efcape  out  ol  union,  but  was  retaken  111  Bed  for  d- 
fhire,  and  brought  back  to  the  Fleet.  On  Friday,  Nov.  6, 

F  inglng  any  copies  of  it  into  tlie  land,  but  made  it  his  fpecial  care  to  fnp- 

preis  them,  A  Letter  from  General  Ludlow  to  Dr.  Ilollingwortln  printed 
at  Amiteraarn,  1692,  p.  23.  Ed. 
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pare  of  the  fentence  was  executed  upon  him  (fays  bifliop 
Laud  in  his  diary)  after  this  manner:  “  He  was  feverel/ 
«  whipt  before  he  was  put  in  the  pillory.  2.  Being  fet  in 
«  the  pillory,  he  had  one  of  his  ears  cut  off.  3.  One  fide 

46  of  his  nofe  flit.  4.  Branded  on  the  cheek  with  a  red-hot 
«  iron  with  the  letters  S.  S.  On  that  day  feven-night,  his 
cc  fores  upon  his  back,  ear,  nofe,  and  face,  being  not  yet 
“  cured,  he  was  whipt  again  at  the  pillory  in  Cheapfide, 

and  had  the  remainder  of  his  fentence  executed  upon  him, 
by  cutting  off  the  other  ear,  flitting  the  other  fide  of  his 
“  nofe,  and  branding  the  other  cheek.”*  lie  was  then 
carried  back  to  prifon,  where  he  continued  in  clofe  confine¬ 
ment  for  ten  years,  till  he  was  releafed  by  the  long  parlia¬ 
ment.!  The  doftor  was  between  forty  and  fifty  years  of 
age,  of  alow  ftature,  a  fair  complexion,  and  well  known  for 
his  learning  and  other  abilities:  but  his  long  and  clofe  con¬ 
finement  had  fo  impaired  his  health,  that  when  he  was  re¬ 
leafed  he  could  hardly  walk,  fee,  or  hear.  The  fufferings 
of  this  learned  man  moved  the  people’s  companion;  and,  I 
believe, 'the  records  of  the  inquifition  can  hardly  furnilh  an 
example  of  equal  feverity. 

To  make  the  diftance  between  the  church  and  the  puritans 
yet  wider,  and  the  terms  of  conformity  more  difficult,  bifliop 
Laud  introduced  fiindry  pompous  innovations  in  imitation  of 
popery,  that  had  no  foundation  in  the  laws  of  the  realm,  or 
the  canons  of  the  church.  Thefe  were  inforced  both  upon 
clergy  and  laity,  with  all  the  terrors  of  the  high  commijjion , 
to  the  ruin  of  many  families,  and  the  raifing  very  great  dif- 
turbances  in  all  parts  of  the  kingdom. 

St.  Catherine  Creed  Church  in  the  city  of  London,  having 
been  lately  repaired,  was  fufpended  from  all  divine  fervice  till 
it  was  again  confecrated;  the  formality  of  which  being  very 
extraordinary,  may  give  us  an  idea  of  the  fuperflition  of 
this  prelate.  On  Sunday,  January  16,  1630,  bifliop  Laud 
came  thither  about  nine  in  the  morning,  attended  with  fe- 
veral  of  the  high  commiflion,  and  fome  civilians.  J  At  his 
approach  to  the  weft  door  of  the  church,  which  was  fliuu 

i  1 

*  Rufhworth’s Collections,  vol.i.  p.  57,  58. 
f  Pierce,  p.  1 79,  1 8 1 .  J  Ruftiworth,  voh  i.  p.  77. 
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and  guarded  by  halberdeers,  fome  who  were  appointed  for 
that  purpofe,  cried  with  a  loud  voice,  Open ,  open ,  ye  ever - 
lofting  doors ,  that  the  king  of  glory  may  come  in ;  and  pre- 
fently  the  doors  being  opened,  the  bifhop  with  fome  doftors 
and  principal  men  entered.  As  loon  as  they  were  come  within 
the  place,  his  lordfhip  fell  down  upon  his  knees,  and  with 
eyes  lifted  up,  and  his  arms  fpread  abroad,  laid,  This  place 
is  holy  ;  the  ground  is  holy  :  In  the  name  of  the  Father ,  Son , 
and  Holy  Ghofl ,  I  pronounce  it  holy .  Then  walking  up  the 
middle  aide  towards  the  chancel,  he  took  up  fome  of  the 
dull,  and  threw  it  into  the  air  feveral  times.  When  he  ap¬ 
proached  near  the  rail  of  the  communion-table,  he  bowed 
towmrds  it  five  or  fix  times,  and  returning,  vrent  round  the 
church  with  his  attendants  in  proceffion,  faying  firft  the  hun¬ 
dredth,  and  then  the  nineteenth  pfalm,  as  prelcribed  in  the 
Roman  pontifcale.  He  then  read  feveral  collects,  in  one  of 
which  he  prays  God  to  accept  of  that  beautiful  building  ;  and 
concludes  thus:  We  conf cerate  this  church ,  and  fepar ate  it 
unto  thee  as  holy  ground ,  not  to  be  prophaned  any  more  to  com¬ 
mon  life .  In  another  he  prays,  that  all  that  fhould  hereafter 
be  buried  within  the  circuit  of  this  holy  and  facred  place ,  may 
ref  in  their  fcpulchres  in  peace ,  till  Chrifd s  coming  to  judg¬ 
ment  ,  and  may  then  rife  to  eternal  life  and  happinefs After 
this,  the  bifhop,  fitting  under  a  cloth  of  ft  ate  in  the  aide  of 
the  chancel,  near  the  communion-table,  took  a  written  book 
in  his  hand,  and  pronounced  curfes  upon  thofe  who  fhould 
thereafter  profane  that  holy  place  by  muflers  of  foldiers,  or 
keeping  profane  law-courts,  or  carrying  burdens  through 
it,  and  at  the  end  of  every  curfe  he  bowed  to  the  eafl,  and 
faid,  Let  all  the  people  fay ,  Amen .  When  the  curfes  were 
ended,  which  w7ere  about  twenty,  he  pronounced  a  like 
number  of  bleffings  upon  all  who  had  any  hand  in  framing 
and  building  of  that  facred  and  beautiful  edifice,  and  on  thofe 
■who  had  given  or  fhould  hereafter  give,  any  chalices,  plate, 
ornaments,  or  other  utenfils;  and  at  the  end  of  every  blefs- 
ing  he  bowed  to  the  eafl,  and  faid,  Let  all  the  people  fay9 
Amen.  After  this  followed  the  fermon,  and  then  the  facra- 
ment,  which  the  bifhop  confecrated,  and  adminiftered  after 
the  following  manner: 

*  Prynne’s  Compleat  Hiflory,  p.  1 14. 
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As  he  approached  the  altar,  he  made  five  or  fix  low  bows, 
and  coming  up  to  the  fide  of  it,  where  the  bread  and  wine 
were  covered,  he  bowed  fevcn  tunes,  then,  aft'.  1  reacung 
many  prayers,  he  came  near  the  bicad,  and  gently  afting  up 
the  corner  of  the  napkin,  beheld  it,  and  immediately  letting 
fall  the  napkin,  retreated  haftily  a  flop  or  two,  and  made 
three  low  obeyfances.  His  lordfliip  then  advanced,  and 
having  uncovered  the  bread,  bowed  three  times  as  before; 
then  laid  his  hand  on  the  cup,  which  was  full  of  wine,  With 
a  cover  upon  it,  which  having  let  go,  he  ftepped  back,  and 
bowed  three  times  towards  it;  then  came  near  again,  and 
lifting  up  the  cover  of  the  cup,  looked  into  it,  and  feeing  the 
wine,  he  let  fall  the  cover  again,  retired  back,  and  bowed 
as  before:  After  which  the  elements  were  copfecrated,  and 
the  bifliop,  having  firft  received,  gave  it  to  fome  principal 
men  in  their  furplices,  hoods,  and  tippets;  towards  the  con- 
clufion,  many  prayers  being  faid,  the  folemnity  of  the  con- 
fecration  ended. 

He  confecrated  St.  Giles’s  church  in  the  fame  manner, 
which  had  been  repaired,  and  part  of  it  new  built  in  his  pre- 
deceffor  bifiiop  Mountain's  time.*  Divine  fervice  had  been 
performed,  and  the  facrament  adminiftered  in  it  for  three  or 
four  years  fince  that  time  without  exception  ;  but  as  foon  as 
Laud  was  advanced  to  the  bifhoprick  of  London,  he  inter¬ 
dicted  the  church,  and  prohibited  divine  fervice  therein,  till 
it  Ihould  be  reconfecrated,  which  is  more  than  even  the  canon 
law  requires.  Sundry  other  chapels  and  churches,  which 
had  been  built  long  fince,  were,  by  the  bilhop’s  direction, 
likewife  flint  up  till  they  were  confecrated  in  this  manner ; 
as  Immanuel  chapel  in  Cambridge,  built  1584,  Sidney-coh 
lege  chapel,  built  1596,  and  feveral  others. 

This  method  of  confecrating  churches  was  new  to  the 
people  of  England,  and  in  the  opinion  of  the  firfl  reformers 
fiuperftitious  and  abfurd ;  for  though  it  is  realonable  there 
Ihould  be  publick  buildings  referved  and  let  apart  for  pub- 
lick  worfliip,  and  that  at  the  firfl  opening  them,  prayers 
fhould  be  offered  for  a  divine  bl effing  on  the  ordinances  of 
Chrift,  that  may  at  any  time  be  adminiftered  in  them ;  yet 
have  we  not  the  leaft  ground  to  believe  that  bifliops,  or  any 

*  PrynxieCant.  Doom,  p  1 17. 
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Other  dignitaries  of  the  church,  can,  by  their  declaration  or 
forms  of  prayer,  hallow  the  building,  or  make  the  ground 
holy,  or  introduce  a  divine  prefence  or  glory  into  the  place, 
as  was  in  the  temple  of  old:  Where  is  their  commiffion?  or 
what  example  have  we  of  this  kind  in  New  Teftament?  The 
fynagogues  of  the  Jews  were  not  confecrated  in  this  manner; 
nor  was  the  temple  of  Soiomou  confecrated  by  a  pried:,  but 
by  a  k:ng.  Our  Saviour  tells  his  difciples,  “  that  where- 
“  soever  two  or  three  of  them  fhould  be  gathered  toge- 
“  ther  in  his  name,  he  would  be  in  the  midflof  them;”  and 
tue  woman  of  Samaria,  4‘  that  the  hour  was  coming,  when 
“  neither  at  that  mountain,  nor  at  Jerufalem,  they  fhould 
“  worfhip  the  Father.”  Befides,  the  changes  made  by  time 
and  various  accidents  in  towns  and  cities,  render  it  impof- 
fible  to  prevent  the  alienation  or  profanation  of  holy  ground; 
for  to  look  no  farther  than  the  city  of  London,  would  it  not 
be  very  hard  it  all  the  curfes  that  bifhop  Laud  pronounced 
in  Creed  church,  fliould  reft  upon  thofe  who  live  in  houfes 
built  by  act  of  parliament,  in  places  where  there  were  confe¬ 
crated  churches  or  churchyards  before  the  fire  of  London  ? 
Archbifhop  Parker ,  therefore,  in  his  Antiquitates  Ecclefue 
Britan,  p.  85,  86,  condemns  this  practice  as  fuperftitious ; 
nor  was  there  any  form  for  it  in  the  publick  offices  of  the 
church.  But  this  being  objected  to  archbifhop  Laud  at  his 
trial,  as  an  evidence  of  his  inclinations  to  popery ;  we  fliall 
there  fee  his  Grace' s  defence,  with  the  learned  reply  of  the 
houfe  of  commons,  concerning  the  antiquity  of  confecrating 
churches. 


A  proclamation  had  been  publiflied  laflyear,  “  command- 
“  ing  the  archbifliops  and  bifhops  to  take  fpecial  care  that 
“  the  parifli  churches  in  their  feveral  diocefes,  being  places 
“  confecrated  to  the  worfhip  of  God,  be  kept  in  decent  repair, 
“  and  to  make  ufe  of  the  power  of  the  ecclefiaflical  court  to 
“  oblige  the  parifhi oners  to  this  part  of  their  duty.”*  The 
judges  were  alfo  required  not  to  interrupt  this  good  work, 
by  too  eafily  granting  prohibitions  from  thefpiritual  courts. 
It  feerns,  fundry  churches  fince  the  reformation  were  fallen 
to  decay;  and  fome  that  had  been  defaced  by  the  pulling 
fiowa  of  images,  and  other  popifh  relicks,  had  not  been  de» 

*R,ufhworth,  vol.  i.  p.  28. 
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cently  repaired,  the  expence  being  too  heavy  for  the  poorer 
country  parifhes ;  it  was  therefore  thought  neceffary  to 
oblige  them  to  their  duty;  and  under  colour  of  this  procla¬ 
mation,  Laud  introduced  many  of  the  trappings  and  deco¬ 
rations  of  popery,  and  punifhed  thofe  minifters  in  the  high 
commiflion  court,  that  ventured  to  write  01  picacu  again!! 
them. 

His  lordfhip  began  with  his  own  cathedral  of  St.  Paul’s, 
for  repairing  and  beautifying  of  which,  a  fublcription  and 
contribution  was  appointed  over  the  whole  kingdom.  Se¬ 
veral  houfes  and  fhops  adjoining  to  the  cathedral  were,  by 
injunction  of  council,  ordered  to  be  pulled  down,  and  the 
owners  to  accept  of  a  reafonable  fatisfaefion:  but  if  they 
would  not  comply,  the  Iheriff  of  London  was  required  to  fee 
them  demolilhed.  The  church  of  St.  Gregory  was  pulled 
down,  and  the  inhabitants  affigned  to  Chrift’s  church,  where 
they  were  to  affemble  for  the  future.  The  bifhop’s  heart 
was  in  this  work,  and  to  fupport  the  expence,  gave  way  to 
many  oppreffions  and  uiijuftinable  methods  of  raifing  money 
by  compofitions  with  reculants,  commutations  of  penance, 
exorbitant  fines  in  the  flar-chamber  and  high  commiflion,  in- 
fomuch  that  it  became  a  proverb,  that  St.  Paul’s  was  re¬ 
paired  with  the  fins  of  the  people.  Before  the  year  1640, 
above  one  hundred  and  thirteen  thoufand  pounds  was  ex¬ 
pended  thereon,  with  which  the  body  of  the  church  was 
finifhed,  and  the  ffeeple  fcaffolded.  There  was  alfo  a  {lately 
portico  built  at  the  weft  end,  fupported  with  pillars  of  the 
Corinthian  order,  and  embeliifhed  with  the  flatties  of  king 
James  and  king  Charles-,  but  the  rebuilding  the  fpire  and 
the  infide  decorations  mifearried,  by  the  breaking  out  of 
the  civil  war.* 

What  thefe  decorations  and  ornaments  of  paintings ,  carv¬ 
ings,  altars ,  crucifixes ,  candleficks ,  images ,  vefments,  &c. 
would  have  been,  can  only  be  gueffed  by  the  fafhion  of  the 
times,  and  by  the  fcheme  that  was  now  formed  to  recover 
and  repair  the  broken  relicks  of  fuperftition  and  idolatry 
which  the  reformation  had  left,  or  to  fet  up  others  in  imita¬ 
tion  of  them;  for  though  the  reformation,  of  Queen  Eliza - 
keth  had  deftroyed  a  great  many  monuments  of  this  kind; 

*  Collyer,  Ecclef.  Hift.  p.  7jt, 
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yet  feme  Were  left  entire,  and  others  very  little  defaced.* 
In  the  cathedral  of  Canterbury,  over  the  door  of  the  choir, 
remained  thirteen  images,  or  flatties  of  hone;  twelve  of  them 
reprefenting  the  twelve  apoftles,  and  the  thirteenth  in  the 
middle  of  them  our  Saviour  Chnit.  Over  thefe  were  twelve 
other  images  of  popifh  hiints.  In  the  feveral  windows  of 
the  cathedral  were  painted  the  picture  of  Si.  Auftin  the 
moim,  the  firft  bifhop  of  that  fee,  and  feven  large  pi  ft  ures 
of  the  Virgin  Mary ,  with  angels  lifting  her  up  to  heaven, 
tvuh  this  nfcription,  Gaude  Maria,  fiponfa  Dei.  Under  the 
Virgin  Mary’s  feet,  were  the  fun,  moon,  and  liars,  and  in 
the  bottom  of  the  window  this  infeription,  In  landem  &  horn - 
rem  beatijjhiuz  virginis.  Befides  thefe,  were  many  piftures  of 
God  the  Father,  and  of  the  Holy  Ghoft,  and  of  our  Saviour 
lying  in  a  manger,  and  a  large  image  of  Thomas  Becket,  and 
othcis;  all  which  were  taken  away  by  the  long  parliament. 

In  the  cathedral  of  Durham,  there  was  an  altar  of  marble 
done  fet  upon  columns  decorated  with  clierubims,  piftures, 
and  images,  which  coft  above  two  thoufand  pounds.  There 
were  three  ftatues  of  ftone  in  the  church ;  one  Handing  in 
the  midft,  reprefenting  Chrift  with  a  golden  beard,  a  blue 
cap,  and  fun  rays  upon  his  head,  as  the  record  of  parliament 
fays,  (though  Dr.  Cofins ,  in  his  vindication,  fays  it  was  mif- 
taken  for  the  top  of  bifhop  Hatfield's  tomb.)  There  was 
alfo  an  image  of  God  the  Father ,  and  many  other  carved 
images,  piftures,  & c.  which  the  prefent  dignitaries  of  the 
catnedral  held  in  profound  admiration;  and  to  keep  up  the 
pomp,  they  bought  copes  of  mafs  priefts,  with  crucifixes  and 
images  of  the  trinity  embroidered  upon  them.  They  had 
confecrated  knives  to  cut  the  facramental  bread,  and  great 
numbers  of  lighted  candles  upon  the  altars  on  Sundays  and 
flints’  days.  On  Candlemas-day  there  were  no  lefs  than  two 
hundred,  whereof  fixty  upon  and  about  the  altar;  all  which 
were  reckoned  among  the  beauties  of  the  f ancillary.  “  But 
“  thefe  fopperies  (fays  bifhop  Kennet )  did  not  perhaps  gain 
cc  over  one  papift,  but  loft  both  the  king  and  bifhops  the 
44  hearts  and  affections  of  the  proteftant  part  of  the  nation, 
“  and  were  (as  his  lordfhip  obferves)  contrary  to  queen 
*<  Elizabeth's  injunctions,  1559,  which  appoint,  that  all  can , 

*  Pari.  Chron.  p#  iox. 
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a  die  flicks  i  t  rentals^  rolls  oj  wax^  pictures  ,  paintings  ,  &c.  be 

«  removed  out  of  churches/’ 

However,  bilhop  Laud  was  mightily  enamoured  with 
them,  and  as  foon  as  he  was  tranflated  to  Lambeth,  repaired 
the  paintings  in  the  windows  of  that  chapel;  in  one  pane  of 
which  had  been  the  pifture  of  Chrift  crucified ,  with  a /cull 
and  dead  men’s  bones  under  it ;  a  bafket  full  of  tools  and  nails , 
with  the  high-priejl  and  his  officers  on  horfeback ,  and  the  two 
thieves  on  foot*  in  the  next  were  the  two  thieves  on  ci  ofjes ■ 
Abraham  offering  up  his  fon  Ifaac,  and  the  brazen  fer pent  on  a 
pole.— In  other  panes  were  the  pictures  of  C  hr  if l  rifing  out  of 
the  grave ,  and  afeending  up  into  heaven ,  with  his  difiphs 

kneeling  about  him . - The  defeent  of  the  Holy  Ghofi  on  the 

apoflles ,  in  the  floape  of  cloven  tongues .  Go/),  giving  the  law 
upon  mount  Sinai ; — his  coming  down  from  heaven  at  the 
prayer  of  Elifha; — Chrift  and  his  twelve  apoflles  fitting  in 

judgment  on  the  world.- - In  other  parts  of  the  church  was 

painted  the  Virgin  Mary,  with  the  babe  Chrift  fucking  at  her 
breafly — The  wife  men  from  the  Eafl  coming  to  adore  him ; — 
The  hi/lory  of  the  Annunciation ,  with  the  pidure  of  the  Virgin 
Mary,  and  of  the  Holy  Ghofi  overjhadowing  her ,  together  with 
the  birth  of  Chrift.  All  which  having  been  defaced  at  the 
reformation,  were  now  reftored,  according,  to  the  Roman 
miffale,  and  beautified  at  the  archbifhop’s  coft.  1  he  like  re¬ 
parations  of  paintings,  pictures,  and  crucifixes,  were  made  in 
the  king’s  chapel  at  Whitehall,  Weftminfter- abbey,  and  both 
the  univerfities,  as  was  objected  to  the  archbifhop  at  his 
trial,  where  the  reader  will  meet  with  his  grace’s  defence  of 
their  lawfulnefs  and  antiquity.  The  puritans  apprehended 
thefe  decorations  of  churches  tended  to  image  wrorfhip,  and 
were  directly  contrary  to  the  homily  of  the  peril  of  idolatry ; 
their  minifters  therefore  preached  and  wrote  againft  them, 
and  in  fome  places  removed  them;  for  which  they  w7ere  fe- 
verely  handled  in  the  high  commiffion. 

Bilhop  Laud  had  been  chofen  chancellor  of  Oxford  laffc 
year,  [April  12th,  1630]  where  the  puritans  foon  gave  him 
fome  difturbance.  Mr.  Hill  of  Hart-Hall,  Mr.  Ford  of  Mag- 
dalen-hall,  Mr.  Giles  Thorne  of  Baliol-college,  and  Mr.  Giles 
Hodges  ofExeter-college,were  charged  with  preaching  againft 


*  Cant.  I>Qom.  p.  59,  6o,  61. 
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smiinianilm  and  the  new  ceremonies  in  their  fermons  at  St, 
Mary’s.  Hill  made  a  public  recantation,  and  was  quickly 
mealed;  but  the  very  texts  of  the  others  (fays Mr.  Fuller*) 
gave  offence:  One  preached  on  Numbers  xiv.  4.  Let  us 
make  us  a  captain ,  and  let  us  return  into  Egypt:  And  another 
©n  1  Kings  xiii.  2.  And  he  cried  againft  the  altar  in  the  word 
ef  the  Lord ,  and  faid ,  0  altar ,  altar ,  &c.  Thefe  divines 
being  convened  before  the  vice-chancellor  Dr.  Smith,  as 
offenders  againft  the  king’s  injlruclions,  appealed  from  the 
vice-chancellor  to  the  proctors,  who  received  their  appeal. 
Upon  this  the  chancellor  complained  to  the  king,  and  pro¬ 
cured  the  caufe  to  be  heard  before  his  majefty  at  Wood- 
flock,  Aug.  23,  when  the  following  fentence  was  paffed 
upon  them:  “  That  Mr.  Ford,  Thorne,  and  Hodges,  be 
“  expelled  the  univerfity ;  that  both  the  pro&ors  be  de- 
“  Prived  of  their  places  for  accepting  the  appeal ;  and  that 
“  Dr.  Prideaux  reftor  of  Exeter-coflege,  and  Dr.  Wilkinfon 
*c  principal  of  Magdalen-Hall,  receive  a  llrarp  admonition 
“  for  their  milbehaviour  in  this  bufinefs.”f  Mr.  Thorne  and 
Hodges,  after  a  year’s  deprivation,  defiring  to  be  reflored, 
preached  a  recantation  fermon,  and  read  a  written  fubmiffion 
in  the  convocation  houfe  on  their  bended  knees,  before  the 
doftors  and  regents;  J  but  Mr.  Ford,  making  no  addrefs  to  be 
reflored,  returned  to  his  friends  in  Devonfhire;  and  being 
like  to  be  chofen  lecturer  or  vicar  of  Plymouth,  the  inhabi¬ 
tants  were  required  not  to  choofe  him,  upon  pain  of  his  * 
majefty  s  high  difpleafure;  and  in  cafe  he  was  chofen,  the 
biftiop  of  Exeter  was  commanded  not  to  admit  him. 

Mr.  Crowder,  vicar  of  Veil  near  Nonfuch,  was  about  this 
time  committed  clofe  prifoner  to  Newgate  for  fixteen  weeks, 
and  then  deprived  by  the  high  conwiijjton,  without  any  arti¬ 
cles  exhibited  againft  him,  or  proof  of  a  crime.  It  was  pre¬ 
tended  that  matters  againft  him  were  fo  foul,  that  they  were 
not  fit  to  be  read  in  court;  but  then  they  ought  to  have  been 
certified  to  him,  that  he  might  have  had  an  opportunity  to 
difprove  or  confefs  them,  which  could  not  be  obtained. 


*  Church  Hifh  b.  xi.  p.  141. 
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Mr.  Crowder  was  a  pious  man,  and.  preached  twice  a  day, 
which  was  an  unpardonable  crime  fo  near  the  court. 

Sundry  eminent  divines  removed  to  New-England  this 
y ear ;  and  among  others  the  famous  Hi.  Idliot ,  tne  apoflle 
of  the  Indians ,  who,  not  being  allowed  to  teach  fchool  in  his 
native  country,  retired  to  America,  and  fpent  a  long  and  ufe- 
ful  life  in  converting  the  natives,  and  with  indefatigable 
pains  tranflated  the  bible  into  the  Indian  language. 

Two  very  confiderable  puritan  divines  were  alfo  removed 
into  the  other  world  by  death,  viz.  Mr.  Arthur  Hilderjham , 
born  at  Stechworth,  Cambridgefhire,  O&ober  6th,  1563, 
and  educated  in  Chrift’s-college,  Cambridge,  of  an  ancient 
and  honourable  family;  his  mother  Anne  Poole  being  niece 
to  the  cardinal  of  that  name.  His  father  educated  him  in 
the  popiffi  religion  ;  and,  becaufe  he  would  not  go  to  Rome 
at  fourteen  or  fifteen  years  of  age,  difinherited  him :  but 
the  earl  of  Huntingdon,  his  near  kinfman,  provided  for  him, 
fending  him  to  Cambridge,  where  he  proceeded  M.  A.  and 
entered  into  holy  orders.  In  the  year  1587,  he  was  placed 
by  his  honourable  kinfman  abovementioned,  at  Affiby-de-la- 
Zouch  in  Leicefterfhire,  and  inducted  into  that  living  foon 
after.*  But  here  he  was  filenced  for  non-conformity,  as  in 
the  year  1 590,  in  the  year  1 605,  and  again  in  the  year  1 6 1 1 , 
under  which  lafl  fufpenfion  he  continued  many  years.  In 
the  year  1613  he  was  enjoined  by  the  high  commiffion  not 
to  preach,  or  exercife  any  part  of  the  minifterial  function, 
till  he  fhould  bereftored.  In  the  year  1615,  he  was  com¬ 
mitted  to  the  Fleet  by  the  high  commiffion,  for  refuting  the 
oath  ex  officio ,  where  he  continued  three  months,  and  was 
then  releafed  upon  bond.  In  November  1616,  the  high- 
commiffion  proceeded  againft  him,  and  pronounced  him  re¬ 
fractory  and  difobedient  to  the  orders,  rites  and  ceremonies 
of  the  church  ;  and  becaufe  he  refufed  to  conform,  declared 
him  a  fchifmatick,  fined  him  two  thoufand  pounds,  excom¬ 
municated  him,  and  ordered  him  to  be  attached  and  com¬ 
mitted  to  prifon,  that  he  might  be  degraded  of  his  miniflry: 
But  Mr.  Hilderjham  wifely  abfconded,  and  kept  out  of  the 
way.  In  the  year  1625,  he  was  reftored  to  his  living;  but 

*  Clarke’s  Life  of  Hilderfham,  annexed  to  his  General  Martyro- 
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when  Laud  had  the  afcendant,  he  was  filenced  again  for  not 
reading  divine  fervice  in  the  furplice  and  hood,  and  was  not 
reffored  till  a  few  months  before  his  death.  Though  he  was 
a  non-conformift  in  principle,  as  appears  by  his  laft  will  and 
teftamerit,  yet  he  was  a  perfon  of  great  temper  and  mode¬ 
ration  :*  he  loved  and  refpe&ed  all  good  men,  and  oppofed 
the  feparation  of  the  Browni/ls ,  and  the  femi-feparation  of 
Mr.  Jacob .  His  leftures  on  the  5iftpfalm,  and  his  other 
printed  works,  as  well  as  the  encomiums  of  Dr.  Willet  and 
Dr.  Prefton ,  fhew  him  to  have  been  a  moll  excellent  divine: 
What  a  pity  was  it  that  his  ufefulnefs  in  the  church  fhould  be 
fo  long  interrupted!  He  died  March  4,  1631,  in  the  fixty- 
ninth  year  of  his  age,  having  been  minifter  of  Afhby-de-la- 
Zouch  (as  the  times  would  fuffer  him) above  forty-three  years. 

Mr.  Robert  Bolton ,  was  born  at  Blackburn  in  Lancafliire, 
1372,  educated  firft  in  Lincoln-college,  and  afterwards  in 
Brazen-nofe-college,  Oxford,  of  which  he  was  fellow.  Here 
he  became  famous  for  his  lectures  in  moral  and  natural  phi- 
lofophy,  being  an  excellent  Grecian, |  and 'well  verfed  in 
fchool  divinity,  while  he  continued  a  profane  wicked  mam 
During  his  refidence  at  college,  he  contracted  an  acquaint¬ 
ance  with  one  Anderton  a  popifh  prieft,  who,  taking  advan¬ 
tage  of  his  mean  circumftances,  would  have  perfuaded  him 
to  reconcile  himfelf  to  the  church  of  Rome,  and  go  over  to 
one  of  the  Englilh  feminaries  in  Flanders.  Mr.  Bolton  ac¬ 
cepted  the  motion,  and  appointed  a  place  of  meeting  to  con¬ 
clude  the  affair:  but  Anderton  difappointing  him,  he  re¬ 
turned  to  the  college,  and  fell  under  ftrong  convictions  for 
his  former  misfpent  life;  lo  that  he  could  neither  eat  nor 
fleep,  or  enjoy  any  peace  of  mind  for  feveral  months;  till  at 
length,  by  prayer  and  humiliation,  he  received  comfort. 
Upon  this,  he  refolved  to  enter  upon  the  miniffry,  in  the 
thirty-fifth  year  of  his  age.  About  two  years  after  he  was 
prefented  to  the  living  of  Broughton  in  Northamptonfliire, 
where  he  continued  till  his  death.  He  was  a  molt  awaken- 

*  He  di (Tented  not  from  the  church  in  any  article  of  faith,  but  only 
ffe  about  wearing  the  far  pi  ice,  handling  with  the  crofs,  and  kneeling  at  the 
facramept.”  Granger’s  Hiftorv  of  England,  vol.  i.  p.  371.  8vo.  Ed. 

f  The  Greek  language  was  fo  familiar  to  him,  that  I e] could  (beak  it 
with  almoii  as  much  facility  as  his  mother  tongue.  Ed. 
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ino-  and  authoritative  preacher,  having  the  mod  ftrong  maf- 
cuUne  and  oratorical  ftile  of  any  of  the  age  in  which  he  lived. 
He  preached  twice  every  Lord’s- day,  befides  catechifing. 
Upon  every  holy  day,  and  every  Friday,  before  the  facra- 
ment,  he  expounded  a  chapter:  His  conftant  courfe  was  to 
pray  fix  times  a  day,  twice  in  fecret,  twice  with  his  family, 
and'  twice  with  his  wife,  befides  many  days  of  private  humi¬ 
liation  that  he  obferved  for  the  proteftant  churches  in  Ger¬ 
many.  He  was  of  a  comely  grave  prefence,  which  com¬ 
manded  relpect  in  all  companies;  zealous  in  the  caufe  of  re¬ 
ligion,  and  yet  fo  prudent  as  to  eicape  being  called  in  quef- 
tion  all  the  time  he  lived  in  Northamptonlhire.  At  length 
he  was  feized  with  a  tertian  ague,  which,  after  fifteen  weeks, 
put  a  period  to  his  valuable  and  uleful  life,  December  17, 
1 63 1 ,  in  the  fixtieth  year  of  his  age.  He  made  a  molt  de¬ 
vout  and  exemplary  end,  praying  heartily  for  all  his  friends 
that  came  to  fee  him;  bidding  them  make  hire  of  heaven, 
and  bear  in  mind  what  he  had  formerly  told  them  in  his 
miniftry,  protefting  that  what  he  had  preached  to  them  for 
twenty  years,  was  the  truth  of  God,  as  he  fhould  anfwer  it 
at  the  tribunal  of  Chrift.  He  then  retired  within  himfelf, 
and  faid.  Hold  out  faith  and  patience,  your  work  will  fpeedily 
be  at  an  end.  The  Oxford  hiftorian*  calls  him  a  mod  re¬ 
ligious  and  learned  puritan,  a  painful  and  conftant  preacher, 
a  perfon  of  great  zeal  towards  God,  charitable  and  bountiful; 
but  above  all,  an  excellent  cafuift  for  afflifted  confciences: 
His  eloquent  and  excellent  writings  will  recommend  his  me¬ 
mory  to  lateft  pofterity.j- 

About  the  year  1627,  there  was  a  fcheme  formed  by  fe- 
veral  gentlemen  and  minifters  to  promote  preaching  in  the 
country,  by  fetting  up  leftures  in  the  ieveral  market-towns 
of  England  ;  and  to  defray  the  expence  a  fum  of  money  was 
railed  by  voluntary  contribution,  for  the  purchafing  fuch 


*  Athens  Oxon,  vol.  i.  p.  47 g  ;  fee  alfo  Fuller’s  Abel  Redivivus,  p.  586. 

f  When  he  lay  at  the  point  of  death,  one  of  his  friends,  taking  him  by 
the  hand,  afked  him  if  he  was  not  in  great  pain  :  “  Truly,”  faid  he,  “  the 
greateft  pain  I  feel  is  your  cold  hand;”  and  prefently  expired.  His 
book  <f  on  Happinefs”  was  the  molt  celebrated  of  his  works,  and  lias  gone 
through  many  editions.-— — Granger’s  Hiftory  of  England,  vol.  i.  p.  365, 
2vo.;  and  Fuller’s  Abel  Redivivus,  p.  591.  Ei>. 
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impropriations  as  were  in  the  hands  of  the  Iaitv,  the  profits 
a  which  were  to  be  parcelled  out  into  falaries  of  forty  or 
rirty  pounds  per  annum  for  the  fubfidence  of  their  lecturers* 
the  money  was  depofited  in  the  hands  of  the  following  mini¬ 
sters  and  gentlemen,  in  trud  for  the  abovefiiid  purpofes 
imder  the  name  and  character  of  feoffees,  viz.  Dr.  William 
Gouge,  Dr.  Sibbs,  Dr.  Offspring ,  and  Mr.  Davenport ,  of  the 
energy;  Ralph  Eyre  and  Simon  Brown,  dtps,  of  Lincoln’s- 
mn?  and  C .  Sherman ,  of  Gray’s-inn,  and  John  White  of  the 
Middle-Temple,  efqrs.  lawyers;  Mr.  jL  Gcarff, Mr. 
Richard  Davis ,  Mr.  G.  Harwood ,  and  Mr.  Francis  Bridges , 
citizens  of  London.  There  were  at  this  time  three  thoufand 
eight  hundi  cd  and  foi  ty-five  parifli  churches  appropriated 
to  cathedrals,  or  to  colleges,  or  impropriated  as  lay  fees  to 
private  perfons?  having  formerly  belonged  to  abbies.  The 
gentlemen  abovementioned  dealt  only  in  the  latter,  and  had 
already  bought  in  thirteen  impropriations,  which  coll  be¬ 
tween  five  and  fix  thoufand  pounds.  Mod  people  thought 
this  aveiy  laudable  defign,  and  wifhed  the  feoffees  good  iuc- 
cefs ;  but  bilhop  Laud  looked  on  them  with  an  evil  eye,  and 
repi  efented  them  to  tne  king  as  in  a  confpiracy  againft  the 
church,  becaufe,  indead  of  redoring  the  impropriations  they 
purchafed  to  the  feveral  livings,  they  kept  them  in  their  own 
hands  for  the  encouragement  of  factious  and  feditious  lee- 
turns,  who  were  to  depend  upon  their  patrons,  as  being 
liable  to  be  turned  out  if  they  neglefted  their  duty.*  He 
added  further,  that  the  feoffees  preferred  chiefly  non-con  for- 
mift:  miniflers,  and  placed  them  in  the  mod  popular  market- 
towns,  where  they  did  a  great  deal  of  mifehief  to  the  hier¬ 
archy.  Foi  thefe  reafons  an  information  was  brought  againd 
them  in  the  Exchequer  by  Mr.  Attorney-General  Noy,  as  an 
illicit  fociety,  formed  into  a  body  corporate,  without  a  grant 
j.iom  the  king,  for  tne  purchafing  r cdlories ,  tithes ,  preben~ 
da?  ics,  &c.  which  were  regidered  in  a  book,  and  the  profits 
not  employed  according  to  law. 

The  defendants  appeared,  and  in  their  anfwer  declared, 
that  they  apprehended  impropriations  in  the  hands  of  lay¬ 
men,  and  not  employed  for  the  maintenance  of  preachers, 

*  Fullers  Church  Hiitory,  b.  xi.  p.  136.  Appeal,  p.  13,  Prynne,  p. 
379>  3^5*  Rufhworth,  vol.  i.  part  id,  p.  150. 
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were  a  damage  to  the  church;  that  the  purchafing  of  them 
for  the  purpofes  of  religion  was  a  pious  work,  and  not  con¬ 
trary  to  law,  it  being  notorious,  that  impropriations  are  fre¬ 
quently  bought  and  fold  by  private  perfons ;  that  the  donors 
of  this  money  gave  it  for  this  and  fuch  other  good  ufes  as 
the  defendants  Ihould  think  meet,  and  not  for  the  endow¬ 
ment  of  perpetual  vicars;  that  they  had  not  converted  any 
of  the  money  to  their  own  ufe,  nor  erected  themfelves  into 
a  body  corporate ;  and  that  to  their  knowledge  they  had 
never  prefented  any  to  a  church,  or  place  in  their  difpofal, 
who  was  not  conformable  to  the  doftrine  and  difcipline  of 
the  church  of  England,  and  approved  of  by  the  ordinary  of 
the  place.  But  notwithstanding  all  they  could  fay,  the  court 
was  of  opinion,  that  their  proceedings  were  contrary  to  law, 
and  decreed  that  their  feoffment  Ihould  be  cancelled;  that 
the  impropriations  they  had  purchafed  Ihould  be  confifcated 
to  the  king,  and  the  feoffees  themfelves  fined  in  the  ftar- 
chamber;  however,  the  profecution  was  dropt  as  too  invidi¬ 
ous,  it  appearing  in  court  by  the  receipts  and  difburfements, 
that  the  feoffees  were  out  of  pocket  already  above  one  thou- 
fand  pounds.  The  odium  of  this  profecution  fell  upon 
Laud ,  whofe  chancellor  told  him  upon  this  occafion,  that  he 
was  miferably  cenfured  by  the  feparatifts;  upon  which  he 
made  this  reflection  in  his  diary,  Fray  God  give  me  patience , 
and  forgive  them . 

But  his  lorddiip  had  very  little  patience  with  thofe  who  op- 
pofed  his  proceedings.  We  have  feen  his  zeal  for  pictures  and 
paintings  in  churches ,  which  fome  of  the  puritans  venturing 
to  cenfure  in  their  fermons  and  writings,  were  expofed  to 
the  fevereft  punilhments :  Among  thefe  were  the  reverend 
Mr.  John  Hayden  of  Devonfhire,  who  being  forced  to  ab- 
fcond,  was  apprehended  in  the  diocefe  of  Norwich  by  bifhop  - 
Harfenet ,  who,' after  he  had  taken  from  him  his  horfe  and 
money,  and  ail  his  papers,  caufed  him  to  be  {hut  up  in  clofe 
prifon  for  thirteen  weeks;*  after  which,  when  the  juftices 
would  have  admitted  him  to  bail  at  the  quarter-feilions,  his 
lorddiip  (ent  him  up  to  the  high  commiflion,  who  deprived 
him  of  his  miniftry  and  orders,  and  fet  a  fine  upon  him  for 
preaching  againft  decorations  and  images  in  churches .  In  the 

#  Ufurpation  of  Prelates,  p.  161-62. 
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year  1634,  Mr.  Hayden  venturing  to  preach  occasionally, 
without  being  reftored,  was  apprehended  again  and  fent  to 
the  Gatehoufe  by  archbilhop  Laud ,  and  from  thence  to 
Bridewell,  where  he  was  whipt  and  kept  to  hard  labour; 
here  he  was  confined  in  a  cold  dark  dungeon  during  a 
whole  winter,  being  chained  to  a  poll  in  the  middle  of  a 
room,  with  irons  on  his  hands  and  feet,  having  no  other 
food  but  bread  and  water,  and  a  pad  of  draw  to  lie  on. 
Before  his  releafe  he  was  obliged  to  take  an  oath,  and  give 
bond,-  that  he  would  preach  no  more,  but  depart  the  king¬ 
dom  in  a  month,  and  not  return.  Bifhop  Harfenet  did  not 
live  to  fee  the  execution  of  this  part  of  the  fentence,*  though 
for  his  zeal  againft  the  puritans  he  was  promoted  to  the 
archbifhoprick  of  York,  and  made  a  privy-counfellor.  Some 
time  before  his  deceafe  he  not  only  perfecuted  the  non-con - 
formijis ,  but  complained  of  the  conformable  puritans, 
as  he  called  them,  becaufe  they  complied  out  of  policy  and 
not  in  judgment.  How  hard  is  the  cafe,  when  men  fliall 
be  punilhed  for  7iot  conforming^  and  be  complained  of  if  they 
conform!  Queen  Elizabeth  ufed  to  fay,  fire  would  never 
trouble  herlelf  about  the  confciences  of  her  fubjeffs,  if  they 
did  but  outwardly  comply  with  the  laws;  whereas  this  pre¬ 
late  would  ranfack  the  very  heart. 

Henry  Sherfeld ,  efq;  a  bencher  of  Lincoln’s-inn,  and  re¬ 
corder  of  the  city  of  Sarum,  was  tried  in  the  liar-chamber, 
May  20th,  1632,-]-  for  taking  down  fome  painted  glafs  out 
of  one  of  the  windows  of  St.  Edmund’s  church  in  Salisbury, 
in  which  were  feven  pictures  of  God  the  Father  in  form  of  a 
little  old  man  in  a  blue  and  red  coat,  with  a  pouch  by  his 
fide:  One  reprefents  him  creating  the  fun  and  moon  with  a 
pair  of  compalfes,  others  as  working  on  the  bufinefs  of  the 
fix  days  creation,  and  at  laft  he  fits  in  an  elbow  chair  at  refl/t 
Many  fimple  people,  at  their  going  in  and  out  of  church, 
did  reverence  to  this  window  (as  they  laid)  becaufe  the  Lord 
their  God  was  there.  This  gave  fuch  offence  to  the  re¬ 
corder,  who  was  alfo  a  juftice  of  peace,  that  he  moved  the 


*  Fuller’s  Church  Hiftory,  b.xi.  p.  144. 
4  Rufhworthj  part  li.  vol.  i.  p.  153 — 156. 
J  Prvnnc’s  Cant.  Doom.  p.  102. 
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parifti  at  a  veftry  for  leave  to  take  it  down,  and  fet  up  a  new 
window  of  white  glafs  in  the  place,  which  was  accordingly 
granted,  fix  justices  of  the  peace  being  prefent.  Some  time 
after  Mr.  Sherfield  broke  with  his  ftaff  the  piftures  of  God 
the  Father,  in  order  to  new  glaze  the  window ;  an  account  of 
which  being  tranfmitted  to  London,  an  information  was  ex¬ 
hibited  again!!  him  in  the  fi ar -chamber ,  Feb.  8,  1632-3. 
The  information  fets  forth,  “  that  being  evil  affefted  to  the 
“  difeipline  of  the  church,  he,  with  certain  confederates, 
u  without  confent  of  the  bifhops,  had  defaced  and  pulled 
“  down  a  fair  and  coftly  window  in  the  church,  containing 

the  hiftory  of  the  creation,  which  had  hood  there  fome 
“hundred  years,  and  was  a  great  ornament  to  it ;  which 
“  profane  aft  might  give  encouragement  to  other  fchifma- 
“  tical  perfons  to  commit  the  like  outrages.” 

Mr.  Sherfield  in  his  defence  fays,  that  the  church  of  St. 
Edmund’s  was  a  lay  fee ,  and  exempted  from  the  jurifdiftion 
ofthebifhop  of  the  diocefe;  that  the  defendant,  with  the 
reft  of  the  parifliioners,  had  lawful  power  to  take  down  the 
glafs;  and  that  it  was  agreed  by  a  veftry  that  the  glafs  fhould 
be  changed,  and  the  window  made  new;  and  that  accordingly 
he  took  down  a  quarry  or  two  in  a  quiet  and  peaceable  man¬ 
ner;  but  he  avers,  that  the  true  hiftory  of  the  creation  vras 
not  contained  in  that  window,  but  afalfe  and  impious  one: 
God  the  Father  was  painted  like  an  old  man  with  a  blue 
coat,  and  a  pair  of  compafles,  to  fignify  his  compaffing  the 
heavens  and  the  earth.  In  the  fourth  day’s  work  there  were 
fowls  of  the  air  flying  up  from  God  their  maker,  which 
fhould  have  been  the  fifth  day.  In  the  fifth  day’s  work  a 
naked  man  is  laying  upon  the  earth  afleep,  with  fo  much  of 
a  naked  woman  as  from  the  knees  upward  growing  out  of 
his  fide,  which  fhould  have  been  the  fixth  day;  fo  that  the 

>  hiftory  is  falfe. 

Further,  this  defendant  holds  it  to  be  impious,  to  make 
an  image  or  pifture  of  God  the  Father ,  which  he  undertakes 
to  prove  from  feripture,  from  canons  and  councils,  from  the 
mandates  and  decrees  of  fundry  emperors,  from  the  opinions 
of  ancient  doftors  of  the  church,  and  of  our  moll  judicious 
divines  fince  the  reformation.  He  adds,  that  his  belief  is 
agreeable  to  the  doftrine  of  the  church  of  England,  and  to 
,  Vol.IL  0^  ,  the 
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the  homilies,  which  fay.  that  pi&ures  of  God  are  monuments 
o  uper  htion,  and  ought  to  be  deflroyed;  and  to  queen 
Elizabeth  s  injunctions,  which  command,  that  all  pictures  and 
monuments  of  idolatry  Jhould  be  removed  out  of  churches,  that 
no  memory  of  them  might  remain  in  walls ,  glafs  windows,  or 
elfewhere ;  which  injunction  is  confirmed  by  the  canons  of 
the  13th  of  Elizabeth.  Mr.  Sheffield  concludes  his  defence 
with  denying,  taat  hg  was  dilafFeCted  to  the  discipline  of  the 
church  of  England,  or  had  encouraged  any  to  oppofe  the 
government  of  it  under  the  reverend  bifhops. 

d  hough  it  is  hard  to  make  a  tolerable  reply  to  this  de¬ 
fence,  yet  biinop  Laud  itood  up  and  fpake  in  excufe  of  the 
painter,  faying,  God  the  Father  was  called  in  feripture  the 
ancient  of  days  ;  adding,  however,  that  for  his  own  part,  he 
did  not  lo  well  approve  of  pictures  of  things  invifible  ;  but 
be  the  paintings  better  or  worfe,  lie  infilled  flrongly,  that  Mr. 

he /field  had  taken  them  down  in  contempt  of  the  epifcopal 
authority,  for  which  he  moved,  that  he  might  be  fined  a 
thoufand  pounds,  and  removed  from  his  recorderfhip  of  the 
city  of  Sarum;  that  he  be  committed  clofe  prifoner  to  the 
Fleet  till  he  pay  his  fine,  and  then  be  bound  to  his  good  be¬ 
haviour.  To  all  which  the  court  agreed,  except  to  the  fine, 
which  was  mitigated  to  five  hundred  pounds. 

The  reverend  Mr.  John  Workman,  ledurer  of  St.  Stephen’s 
church,  Gloucefler,  in  one  of  his  fermons,  afferted,  that  pic¬ 
tures  or  images  were  no  ornaments  to  churches;  that  it  was 
unlawful  to  fet  up  images  of  Chrifl  or  faints ,  in  our  houfes , 
becaufe  it  tended  to  idolatry ,  according  to  the  homily  *  For 
which  he  was  fufpended  by  the  high  commiffion,  excommu¬ 
nicated,  and  obliged  to  an  open  recantation  in  the  court  at 
Lambeth,  in  the  cathedral  of  Gloucefler,  and  in  the  church 
of  St.  Michael’ s;  he  was  alfo  condemned  in  cods  of  fuit  and 
imprifoned.  Mr.  Workman  was  a  man  of  great  piety,  wifi, 
dom,  and  moderation,  and  had  ferved  the  church  of  St. 
Stephen’s  fifteen  years;  in  confideration  whereof,  and  of 
his  numerous  family,  the  city  of  Gloucefler  had  given  him 
an  annuity  of  twenty  pounds  per  annum,  under  their  com¬ 
mon  feal,  a  little  before  his  troubles;  but  for  this  acl  of 
charity,  the  mayor,  town-clerk,  andfeveral  of  the  aldermen, 

*  Prynne,  p.  107,  109. 
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were  cited  before  the  high  commiffion,  and  put  to  one  hun¬ 
dred  pounds  charges,  and  the  annuity  was  cancelled.  After 
this  Mr.  Workman  let  up  a  little  fchool,  of  which  arch- 
bifliop  Laud  being  informed,  inhibited  him,  as  he  would 
anfwer  the  contrary  at  his  peril.  He  then  fell  upon  the 
praftice  of  phyfick,  which  the  archbilhop  likewife  abfolutely 
forbid ;  fo  that  being  deprived  of  all  methods  of  fubfiftence* 
he  fell  into  a  melancholy  diforder  and  died. 

Our  bifliop  was  no  lefs  watchful  over  the  prefs  than  the 
pulpit,  commanding  his  chaplains  to  expunge  out,  of  all 
books  that  came  to  be  licenfed,  fuch  paffages  as  difallowed  of 
paintings,  carvings ,  drawings ,  gildings  ;  eretting ,  bowing ,  or 
praying  before  images  and  pictures',  as  appeared  by  the  evb 
dence  of  Dr.  Featly  and  others  at  his  trial. 

This  great  prelate  would  have  ftretched  out  his  arm  not 
only  againft  the  puritans  in  England,  but  even  to  reach  the 
factories  beyond  fea,  had  it  been  in  his  power.  The  Eng- 
Jifli  church  at  Hamburgh  managed  their  affairs  according  to 
the  Geneva  difcipline ,  by  elders  and  deacons.  In  Holland 
they  conformed  to  the  difcipline  of  the  States,  and  met  them 
in  their  fynods  and  affemblies,  with  the  confent  of  king 
fames ,  and  of  his  prefent  majefty,  till  fecretary  Windebank , 
at  the  inflance  of  this  prelate,  offered  fome  propofals  to  the 
privy-council  for  their  better  regulation:*  The  propofals 
confided  often  articles,  i.  “  That  all  chaplains  of  Englilh 
regiments  in  the  Low  Countries  fliall  be  exaftly  conform- 
able  to  the  church  of  England.  2.  That  the  merchants 
refiding  there  fliall  admit  of  no  minifter  to  preach  among 
them,  but  one  qualified  as  before.  3.  That  if  any  one 
after  his  fettlement  among  them  proves  a  non-corf ormiji , 
he  fliall  be  difcharged  in  three  months.  4.  That  the  Scots 
<c  factories  fliall  be  obliged  to  the  fame  conformity.  5.  That 
110  minifter  abroad  fliall  fpeak,  preach,  or  print  any  thing 
to  the  difadvantage  of  the  Englilh  difcipline  and  ceremo* 
46  nies.  6.  That  no  conformift  minifter  fliall  fubftitute  a 
cc  non-conformift  to  preach  for  him  in  the  factories.  7. 
<c  That  the  king’s  agents  fliall  fee  the  fervice  of  the  church 
“  of  England  exaftly  performed  in  the  factories. — The  laft 

*  Collyer’s  Ecclefi  Hift,  p.  752-3.  ■  Prynne’s  Cant.  Doom.  p.  389. 
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articles  forbid  the  Englifli  mini  hers  in  Holland  to  hold 
6C  any  claffical  affemblies,  and  efpeciaily  not  to  ordain  mini- 

fters,  becaufe  by  fo  doing  they  would  maintain  a  hand- 

ing  nurfery  for  non-conformity  and  fchifm.”'  Thele  pro- 
poftils  were  difpatched  to  the  fa&ories,  and  the  bifliop  wrote 
in  particular  to  Delft,  that  it  was  his  majefty’s  exprefs  com¬ 
mand,  that  their  miniflers  fliould  conform  themfelves  in  all 
things  to  the  doctrine  and  difcipline  of  the  church  of  Eng¬ 
land,  and  to  all  the  orders  prefcribed  in  the  canons,  rubrick, 
and  liturgy;  and  that  the  names  of  fuch  as  were  refraftory 
fhouldbe  lent  over  to  him.  But  it  was  not  poffible  to  fuc- 
ceed  in  the  attempt,  becaufe  moft  of  the  Englifli  congrega¬ 
tions,  being  fupported  by  the  States,  mud  by  fo  doing  have 
run  the  hazard  of  lofing  their  maintenance,  and  of  being 
diffolved,  as  was  reprefented  to  the  king  by  a  petition  in  the 
name  of  all  the  Englifli  miniflers  in  the  Low  Countries, 
However,  though  the  bifliop  could  not  accomplifli  his  defigns 
abroad,  we  fhall  find  him  hereafter  retaliating  his  difappoint- 
ment  upon  the  French  and  Dutch  churches  at  home. 

His  lordfliip  met  with  better  fuccefs  in  Scotland  for  the 
prefent,  as  being  part  of  his  majefty’s  own  dominions.  Ele 
had  poffeffed  the  king  with  vaft  notions  of  glory  in  bringing 
the  kirk  of  Scotland  to  an  exact  conformity  with  England; 
a  work  ’which  his  father  had  attempted,  but  left  imperfeft. 
The  king  readily  fell  in  with  the  bifiiop’s  motion,  and  deter¬ 
mined  to  run  all  hazards  for  accomplifliing  this  important 
defign,  having  no  lefs  veneration  for  the  ceremonies  of  the 
church  of  England  than  the  bifliop  himfelf.  There  had 
been  bifhops  in  Scotland  for  fome  years,  but  they  had  little 
more  than  the  name,  being  fubjeft  to  an  affembly  that  was 
purely  preibyterian.  To  advance  their  jurifdiftion,  the  king 
had  already  renewed  the  high  commiffion,  and  abolifliecl  all 
general  affemblies  of  the  kirk,  not  one  having  been  held  in 
his  reign;  yet  ftill  (fays  the  noble  hiftorian*)  there  was  no 
form  of  religion,  no  liturgy,  nor  the  leaft  appearance  of  any 
beauty  of  holinefs .  To  redrefs  thefe  grievances,  as  well  as 
to  {hew  the  Scots  nation  the  pomp  and  grandeur  of  the  Eng¬ 
lifli  hierarchy,  his  majefty  refolves  upon  a  progrefs  into  his 
native  country  to  be  crowned,  and  accordingly  fet  out  from 

f  Clarendon,  vol.  i.  p*.  81. 
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London,  May  13th,  attended  by  feveral  noblemen  and  per- 
fons  of  quality;  and  among  others  by  bifliop  Laud.  June 
18th,  [1633]  his  majefty  was  crowned  at  Edinburgh,  the 
ceremony  being  managed  by  the  direction  of  his  favourite 
bifliop,  who  timid  away  the  bifliop  of  Glafgow  from  his 
place,  becaufe  he  appeared  without  the  coat  of  his  order, 
which  being  an  embroidered  one ,  he  fcrupled  to  wear,  being  a 
moderate  churchman.* 

On  the  20th  of  June  the  parliament  met,  and  voted  the 
king  a  large  fum  of  money.  After  which  his  majefty  propofed 
to  them  two  acts  relating  to  religion  ;  one  was  concerning 
his  royal  prerogative ,  and  the  apparel  of  kirkmen  ;  the  other, 
a  bill  for  the  ratification  of' former  ads  touching  religion .  It 
being  the  cuftom  in  Scotland  for  king,  lords,  and  commons, 
to  fit  in  one  houfe,  when  the  queftion  was  put  for  the  firft 
bill,  his  majefty  took  a  paper  out  of  his  pocket,  and  faid. 
Gentlemen ,  I  have  all  your  names  here ,  and  I  will  know  who 
will  do  me  fervice ,  and  who  will  not ,  this  day.  Never thelefs 
it  was  carried  in  the  negative;  thirteen  lords,  and  the  majo¬ 
rity  of  the  commons,  voting  again!!  it.  The  lords  faid,  they 
agreed  to  the  act  fo  far  as  related  to  his  majefty5 s  prerogative , 
but  diffented  from  that  part  of  it  which  referred  to  the  apparel 
ofk  irkmen ,  fearing  that  under  that  cover  the  furplice  might 
be  introduced.  But  his  majefty  faid,  he  would  have  no  dif- 
tinction,  and  commanded  them  to  fay,  yes ,  or  no^  to  the  whole 
bill.  The  king  marked  every  man’s  vote,  and  upon  calling 
them  up  the  clerk  declared  it  was  carried  in  the  affirmative : 
which  feme  of  the  members  denying,  his  majefty  faid,  the 
clerk’s  declaration  muft  fraud,  urilefs  any  one  would  go  to 
the  bar  and  accufe  him  of  falsifying  the  record  of  parliament, 
at  the  peril  of  his  life. 

This  manner  of  treating  the  whole  reprefentative  body  of 
the  nation,  difgufted  all  ranks  and  orders  of  his  fubjecis. 
A  writing  was  immediately  difperfed  abroad,  fetting  forth 
how  grievous  it  was  for  a  king  to  overawe  and  threaten  his 
parliament  in  that  manner;  and  that  the  fame  was  a  breach 
of  privilege;  that  parliaments  were  a  mere  pageantry,  if  the 
clerk  might  declare  the  votes  as  he  pleafed,  and  no  ferutiny  be 
allowed.  Lord  Balmerino ,  in  whofe  cuftody  this  libel  was 

*  Pvuftiworth,  part  ii.  vol.  i.  p.  1S2, 
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found,  was  condemned  to  loie  his  head  for  it,  but  was  after¬ 
wards  pardoned. 

,  After  eight  days  the  parliament  was  difTolved,  but  the 
king  would  not  look  upon  the  diffenting  lords,  or  admit 
them  to  kifs  his  hand.  The  act  concerning  the  apparel  of 
mmfters^  fays,  that  €6  Whereas  it  was  agreed  in  the  parlia- 
ment  of  1606,  that  what  order  loever  his  xnajefty’s  father 
tc  of  blefled  memory,  fhould  prefcribe  for  the  apparel  of 
cc  kirkmen,  and  fend  in  writ  to  his  clerk  of  regifer.  fhould  be 
“  a  fufficient  warrant  for  inferting  the  fame  in  the  books  of 
fcC  parliament,  to  have  the  ftrength  of  any  act  thereof ;  the 
“  prefent  parliament  agrees,  that  the  fame  power  fhall  re- 
main  with  our  fovereign  lord  that  now  is,  and  his  fuccef- 
fors.”  The  bill  touching  religion  ratifies  and  approves 
all  afts  and  ftatutes  made  before,  about  the  liberty  and 
freedom  of  the  true  kirk  of  God,  and  the  religion  at  pre¬ 
fent  profeffed  within  this  kingdom,  and  ordains  the  fame 
to  itand  in  full  force  as  if  they  were  particularly  mentioned. 

The  king  left  his  native  country  July  i6th,  having  loft  a 
great  deal  of  ground  in  the  affections  of  his  people,*  by  the 


*  Dr,  Grey  confronts  Mr.  Neal  here  with  a  paffage  from  Lord  Clarendon, 
to  fheVv  that  his  account  of  the  king’s  reception  in  Scotland  differs  widely 
from  this  of  our  author.  The  great  civility  of  that  people,”  fays  his 
lorafhip,  “  being  fo  notorious  and  univerfal,  that  they  would  not  appear 
fc  unconformable  to  his  majcffy’s  with  in  anv  particular.”  But  this  quota¬ 
tion  has  little  or  no  force  again!!  Mr.  Neal ,  who  is  not  reprefenting  the  re¬ 
ception  the  king  met  with,  but  the  imprelfions  left  on  the  minds  of  the 
people  bv  the  time  of  his  departure.  The  king’s  entry  and  coronation, 
bilhop  Burnet  fays,  was  managed  with  fuch  magnificence,  that  all  was  en¬ 
tertainment  and  ihew :  yet,  he  adds,  “  that  the  king  left  Scotland  much 
“  difeon tented.”  The  proceedings  on  the  bill  concerning  the  royal  pre¬ 
rogative,  Sec.  fhew,  that  every  propofal  from  the  court  was  not  pleafmg. 
Whitlocke  (Memoirs,  p.  18)  tells  us,  that  though  the  king  was  crowned 
with  all  fhew  of  affection  and  duty,  and  gratified  many  with  new  honours ; 
yet,  before  he  left  Scotland,  fome  began  to  murmur  and  afterwards  to  mu¬ 
tiny  ;  and  he  was  in  fome  danger  paffing  over  Dumfrith.  And  fuch  in 
particular  was  the  effe£l  of  the  profecution  of  lord  Balmerino  on  the  public 
mind,  that  the  ruin  of  the  king’s  affairs  in  Scotland  was  in  a  great  meafure 
owing  to  it.  Dr.  Grey  refers  to  the  preambles  to  fome  a£!s  paffed  in  the 
Scotch  parliament,  as  proving  the  high  degree  of  efteem  the  king  was  then 
in  among!!  them ;  as  if  an  argument  were  to  be  drawn  from  formularies 
drawn  up  according  to  the  routine  of  the  occafion,  and  compofed,  probably, 
by  a  court  lawyer :  as  if  fuch  formularies  were  proof  again!!  matter  of  fa£t. 
Burnet’s  Hiflory  of  his  own  Times,  vol.  i.  p.  24. — 31.  izmo*  Ed. 
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contempt  he  poured  upon  the  Scots  cleigy?  nnd  Ins  high 
behaviour  in  favour  of  the  Englifli  ceiemomes.  His  ma- 
jefly  was  attended  throughout  his  whole  progrefs  by  Laud 
bifliop  of  London,  which  fervice  his  lordfhip  was  not  obliged 
to,  and  no  doubt  would  have  been  excufed  from,  if  die  de¬ 
sign  of  introducing  the  Englifli  liturgy  into  Scotland  had  not 
been  in  view.*  He  preached  before  the  king  in  the  royal 
chapel  at  Edinburgh,  which  fcarce  any  Englifli  man  had  ever 
done  before,  and  infilled  principally  upon  the  benefit  of  the 
ceremonies  of  the  churchy  which  he  himfelf  obf creed  to  the 
height.  It  went  againfl  him  to  own  the  Scots  prejbyters  for 
miniflers  of  Chrifl ;  taking  all  occafions  to  affront  their  cha- 
raefer,  which  created  a  high  difgufl  in  that  nation,  and  laid 
the  foundation  of  thofe  refentments  that  they  expreffed 
jagainft  him  under  his  fufterings. 

"  When  the  king  left  Scotland,  he  erefted  a  new  biftioprick 
at  Edinburgh ;  and  about  two  months  after,  Laud ,  being  then 
newly  advanced  to  the  province  of  Canterbury,  framed  arti¬ 
cles  for  the  reformation  of  his  majefty’s  royal  chapel  in  that 
city,  which  were  fent  into  Scotland  under  his  majefty’s  own 
hand,  with  a  declaration,  that  they  were  intended  as  a  pattern 
for  all  cathedrals,  chapels,  and  parifli  churches  in  that  king¬ 
dom. |  The  articles  appoint,  u  that  prayers  be  read  twice 
a  day  in  the  choir,  according  to  the  Englifli  liturgy,  till 
6C  fome  courfe  be  taken  to  make  one  that  may  fit  the  cuftom 
u  and  conflitution  of  that  church.  That  all  that  receive  the 
cc  facrament  in  the  chapel  do  it  kneeling .  That  the  dean  of 
4t  the  chapel  always  come  to  church  in  his  whites ,  and  preach 
in  them.  That  the  copes  which  are  confecrated  to  our  ufe 
be  carefully  kept,  and  ufed  at  the  celebration  of  the  facra- 
ment;  and  that  all  his  majefty’s  officers  and  miniflers  of 
“  ftate  be  obliged,  at  leaft  once  a  year,  to  receive  the  facra- 
cc  ment  at  the  royal  chapel,  kneeling,  for  an  example  to  the 
cc  reft  of  tile  people.”  Thus  were  the  liberties  of  the  kirk 
of  Scotland  invaded  by  an  Englifli  bifliop,  under  the  wing  of 
the  fupremacy,  without  confent  of  parliament  or  general 
aflembly.  The  Scots  miniflers  in  their  pulpits  preached 


*  Clarendon,  vol.  i.  p.  81,82. 
f  Ruftiworth,  part  2d,  vol.  ii,  p.  205,  206. 
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againfl:  the  Englifii  hierarchy,  and  warned  the  people  amtinft 
lur  rendering  up  the  liberties  of  their  kirk  into  the  hands 

°  ,a  neig^°urmg  nation,  that  was  undermining  their 
i  ciplme;  io  that  when  the  new  liturgy  came  to  be  intro¬ 
duced  about  four  years  after,  all  the  people  as  one  man  rofe 
up  agamft  it. 

1  he  king  was  no  fooner  returned  from  Scotland  than  Dr. 
^BB°T  akchbiflipp  of  Canterbury  died.  He  was  born  at 
Gunfora  m  Surry  1562,  and  educated  in  Baiiol-college, 
Oxford,  where  ne  was  a  celebrated  preacher.  In  the  year 
x597>  he  proceeded  doflor  in  divinity,  and  was  defied  maf- 
teJ  ^vorfity-coUege:  Two  years  after  he  was  made  dean 
o  A  mcheiter,  and  was  one  or  thofe  divines  appointed  by 
kinS  James  to  tranflate  the  New  Teftament  into  Englifh. 
In  the  year  1609,  he  was  confecrated  biffiop  of  Litchfield 
and  C.  oven  ay,  from  thence  he  was  tranflated  to  London, 
and  upon  tne  death  oi  arclibifhop  Bancroft ,  to  Canterbury, 
Apiil  9015  10 1 1,  having  never  been  reclor,  vicar,  or  incum- 
bent,  in  any  parifli  churca  in  England.  Lord  Clarendon * 
has  lefiened  the  cnarafler  of  this  excellent  prelate,  contrary 
to  a! mold  all  other  hntorians,  by  faying  that  cc  he  was  a  man 
pf  very  rnorofe  manners,  and  of  a  very  four  afpefl,  which 
in  that  time  vas  ended  gravity;  that  he  neither  under- 
ftoou.  nor  regaiaed  the  conflrcution  of  the  church;  that 
cc  ne  knew  very  little  ot  ancient  divinity,  but  adhered  fiifiy 
“  to  the  doftrine  oi  Calvin,  and  did  not  think  To  ill  of  his 
diicipbne  as  he  ought  to  have  done;  but  if  men  prudently 
foibore  a  publick  reviling  and  railing  at  the  hierarchy, 
let  their  piivate  practice  be  as  it  would,  he  would  give 
them  no  dildurbance;  that  his  houfe  was  a  fanfluary  to 
difaffefted  perlons,  and  that  he  licenfed  their  writings,  by 
“  which  means  his  fuccelTor  [Laud]  had  a  very  difficult  talk 
to  reduce  things  to  order.55  The  Oxford  hiftorian,f  who 
was  no  friend  to  our  archbifiiop’s  principles,  confeffes  that 
he  was  a  pious  grave  perfon,  exemplary  in  his  life  and  con- 
verfation,  a  plaufible  preacher,  and  that  the  many  things'  he 
has  written  ftiew  him  to  be  a  man  of  parts,  learning  and 
vigilance;  an  able  flatefinan,  and  of  unwearied  ftudy,  though 


a 


Clarendon,  vol  i.  p.  88-9. 


+  Athene  Qxon.  vol.  i.  p.  499, 

over- 


I 


CHAP.  IV, 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


overwhelmed  with  builiiefs.  Fuller*  fkys?  he  wrs  cm  excel- 
lent  preacher,  and  that  his  feverity  towards  the  clergy  was 
only  to  prevent  their  being  punifhed  by  lay-judges,  to  their 
greater  fhame.  Mr.  Coke  and  Dr.  Welwood]  add,  that  he 
was  a  prelate  of  primitive  fanftity,  who  followed  the  true 
interefts  of  his  country,  and  of  the  reformed  churches  at 
home  and  abroad;  that  he  was  a  divine  of;  good  learning, 
great  hofpitality,  and  wonderful  moderation,  {hewing  upon 
all  occafions  an  unwillingnefs  to  flretch  the  king’s  preroga¬ 
tive  or  the  aft  of  uniformity,  beyond  what  was  confiflent 
with  law,  or  neceffary  for  the  peace  of  the  church;  this 
brought  him  into  all  his  troubles,  and  has  provoked  the 
writers  for  the  prerogative,  to  leave  a  blot  upon  his 
memory,  which  on  this  account  will  be  reverenced  by  all 
true  lovers  of  the  proteftant  religion,  and  the  liberties  of 
their  country;  and  if  the  court  had  followed  his  wife  and 
prudent  counfels,  the  mifehiefs  that  befel  the  crown  and 
church  fome  years  after  his  death,  -would  have  been  pre¬ 
vented.  We  have  mentioned  his  -  cafual  homicide  in  the 
year  1621,  which  occafioned  his  keeping  an  annual  fall  as 
long  as  he  lived,  and  maintaining  the  widow.  Notwith¬ 
standing  this  misfortune,  if  he  would  have  betrayed  the  pro- 
teflant  religion,  and  been  the  dupe  of  the  prerogative,  he 
might  have  continued  in  high  favour  with  his  prince ;  but 
for  his  fteady  opposition  to  the  arbitrary  meafures  of  Buck¬ 
ingham  and  Laud ,  and  for  not  licenfing  Sibthorp’s  fermon, 
lie  was  fufpended  from  his  arcliiepifcopal  jurifdiftion, 
[i628,j]  whereupon  he  retired  to  Croydon,  having  no 
more  interefl  at  court,  or  influence  in  the  government  of 
the  church;  here  he  died  in  his  arcliiepifcopal  palace, 
Auguft  4th,  1633,  aged  feventy-one,  and  was  buried  in 
Trinity-church  in  Guilford,  the  place  of  his  nativity, 
where  he  had  ereftea  and  endowed  an  hofpital  for  men 
and  women.  There  is  a  fine  monument  over  his  grave, 
with  his  effigies  in  full  proportion,  Supported  by  fix  pillars 
of  the  dorick  order  of  black  marble,  Handing  on  fix  pe- 


*  Church  Hiftory,  b.  xi.  p.  123. 
f  Welwood’s  Memoirs,  p.  36,  edit.  1718. 
%  Rulhorth,  vol.  i.  p.  435, 
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deftaL  of  piled  books,  with  a  large  infcription  thereon  to 
Ins  memory.*  r  10 

*  In  addition  to  our  author’s  charafter  ofarchbilhop  Abbot  it  mar  hr- 

“  Sv » L  *-,-*•*  »»  *  *4S."3& 

,«  •  J  ?  }  ’  ,  he/  y  ,’ ,  ln,  conformity  to  the  rule  he  preferred  to  himfelf 

«  !r'USWOr,V  but’  -hf  aTdS’,‘V?  refcue  the  memory  of  this  prelate  from 
„  pf  U‘JU!,y  done  10  it >y  Lora  Clarendon,  with  fo  notorious  a  partiality  as 
‘  does  no  honour  to  his  hiftory.’  The  doftor  fums  up  his  view  of  arch 
bifho p  Abbot  s  char-after,  by  faying,  «  That  he  was  a  man  of  good  parts 
“  and  learning  as  a  divme  ;  that.he  was  a  prelate  of  a  very  pious,  exemplary 

‘  conye rfapon  ;  and  an  archbifhop  who  underftood  the '  conftitution  of  hk 

„  country  in  church  and  Hate,  to  which  he  ftedfaftly  adhered,  without  any 

MofteTm  nlfn  r6  frowns  of  princes.”  The  learned  tranflator  of 

Mofheim  alfo  cenfures  Lord  Clarendon' s  account  of  this  eminent  prelate  as 

moft  unjuft  and  partial :  and  in  a  long  note,  ably  and  judicioufly  appreciates 
the  archbilhop  s  merit  and  excellence.  It  was,  he  fnews,  by  the  zeal  and 
dexterity  ot  Abbot,  that  things  were  put  into  fuch  a  fituation  in  Scotland  as 
afterwards  produced  the  entire  eftablilhment  of  the  epifcopal  order  in  that 
nation.  It  was  by  the  mild  and  prudent  counfels  of  Abbot,  when  he  was 
chaplain  to  the  lord  high- treafurer  Dunbar,  that  there  was  palled  a  famous 
aft  of  the  general  aflembiy  of  Scotland,  which  gave  the  king  the  authority 
ailing  all  general  anemones,  and  mvefted  the  bifhops  (or  their  deputies) 
with  various  powers  of  interference  and  influence  over  the  Scotch  minifters. 

e  L  J°^ute  C^arge  of  his  difregarding  the  conftitution  of  the 
chuich.  ltdeferves  to  be  mentioned,  that  this  prelate  had  a  confiderable 
hand  m  the  tranflation  of  the  New  Teftament  now  in  ufe.  Mofheim’^ 
Ecclefiaftical  Hiftorv,  vol.  iv.  p.  5  1 3 ,  and  note  (f. )  1768.  Warner’s  Ecclef. 

Hmory,  vol.  11.  p.  522—24.  Granger’s  Biogr,  Hiftorv  of  England,  vol  i 
p.341.  8vo.  Ed. 
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From  the  Death  of  Archbijhop  Abbot  to  the  beginning 
of  the  Commotions  in  Scotland ,  in  the  Fear  1637* 

R.  Laud  was  now  at  the  pinnacle  of  preferment,  being 
__  tranflated  to  the  fee  of  Canterbury  two  days  after 
archbifhop  Abbot* s  death.  His  grace  was  bkewife  chancel¬ 
lor  of  the  univerfities  of  Oxford  and  Dublin,  privy-coun- 
fellor  for  England  and  Scotland,  firfl  commiffioner  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  one  of  the  committee  for  trade,  and  for  the 
king’s  revenues:  He  was  alfo  offered  a  cardinal5 s  cap 
j[ Aug  11ft  17,]  which  he  declined  (as  he  fay  )  becaufe  there 
was  fomething  dwelt  within  him  which  would  not  fuffer  it ,  till 
Rome  was  otherwife  than  it  was .  We  are  now  to  fee  how 
he  moved  in  this  high  fphere.  Lord  Clarendon  admits, 
“  that  the  archbifhop  had  all  his  life  eminently  oppofed 
cc  Calvin 5s  doftrine,  for  which  reafon  he  was  called  a  papift; 
and  it  may  be  (fays  his  lordfhp)  the  puritans  found  the 
more  fevere  and  rigorous  ufage  for  propagating  the  ca¬ 
lumny.  He  alfo  intended,  that  the  difeipline  of  the  church 
fhould  be  felt  as  well  as  fpoken  of.”  The  truth  of  this 
obfervation  has  appeared  in  part  already,  and  will  receive 
{Longer  evidence  from  the  feven  enfuing  years  of  his  go¬ 
vernment. 

The  archbifhop5 s  antipathy  to  calvmfm ,  and  zeal  for  the 
external  beauty  of  the  church,  carried  him  to  fome  very 
imprudent  and  unjuftifiahle  extremes;  for  if  the  puritans 
were  too  ftrift  in  keeping  holy  the  fabbath ,  his  grace  was  too 
lax  in  his  indulgence,  by  encouraging  revels,  may-games, 
and  fports,  on  that  facred  day. 

Complaint  having  been  made  to  the  lord  chief-juftice 
Richard fon ,  and  baron  Denham ,  in  their  Weftern  circuit,  of 
great  inconveniences  arifing  from  revels ,  church-ales ,  and 
clerk-ales ,  on  the  LordVday,  the  two  judges  made  an  order 
at  the  afilzes  for  fupprefling  them,  and  appointed  the  clerk 
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10  leave  copies  of  the  order  with  every  parilh  minifter,  who 
was  to  give  a  note  under  his  hand,  to  publifh  it  in  his 
church  yearly,  the  firft  Sunday  in  February ,  and  the  two 
Sundays  before  Eafter .*  Upon  the  return  of  the  circuit 

the  judges  required  an  account  of  the  execution  of  their 
order,  and  punifhed  fome  perfons  for  the  breach  of  it- 
whereupon  the  archbifhop  complained  to  the  king  of  their 
invading  the  epifcopal  jurifdiffiou,  and  prevailed  with  his 
majefty  to  fummons  them  before  the  council.  When  they 
appealed,  Richardfon  pleaded  that  the  order  was  made  at  the 
requeft  of  the  j uiliccs  of  the  peace,  and  with  the  unanimous 
confent  of  the  whole  bench,  and  juftified  it  from  the  follow¬ 
ing  precedents:  Sept,  io,  Eliz.  38th,  the  juftices  affembled 
at  Bridgwater  ordered,  that  no  church  ale ,  clerk  ale,  or  bid 
ale,  be  buffered;  figned  by  Popham,  lord  chief  juftice  and 
ten  others.  The  lame  order  was  repeated  1599,  and  41ft 
of  Eliz.  and  again  at  Exeter,  1615,  and  13th  of  Jac.  and 
even  in  the  prefent  king’s  reign,  1627,  with  an  order  for 
the  minifter  of  every  parifh  church  to  publifh  it  yearly.  But 
norvvithftanding  all  the  chief ' juflice  could  alledge,  he  received 
a  {harp  reprimand,  and  a  peremptory  injunction  to  revoke 
his  order  at  the  next  affizes;  which  he  did  in  fuch  a  manner 
as  loft  him  his  credit  at  court  for  the  future;  for  he  then  de¬ 
clared  to  the  juftices,  “  that  he  thought  he  had  done  God, 
the  king,  and  his  country  good  fervice,  by  that  good  order 
“  that  he  and  his  brother  Denham  had  made,  for  fuppreffmg 
“  unruly  wakes  and  revels,  but  that  it  had  been  mifreported 
“  to  his  majefty,  who  had  exprefsly  charged  him  to  reverfe 
“  it ;  accordingly  (fays  he)  I  do,  as  much  as  in  me  lies,  re- 
“  verfe  it,  declaring  the  fame  to  be  null  and  void,  and  that 
“  all  perfons  may  ufe  their  recreations  at  fuch  meetings  as 
“  before.”  This  reprimand  and  injunction  almoft  broke 
the  judge’s  heart,  for  when  he  came  out  of  the  council- 
chamber  he  told  the  earl  of  Dorfet  with  tears  in  his  eyes, 
that  he  had  been  miferably  fhaken  by  the  archbifliop,  and 
was  like  to  be  choaked  with  his  lawn-ileeves. 

Laud  having  thus  humbled  the  judge,  and  recovered  his 
epifcopal  authority  from  negleff,  took  the  affair  into  his  own 
hand,  and  wrote  to  the  bifhop  of  Bath  and  Wells,  Off.  4th, 

*  Prynne’s  Cant.  Doom.  p,  153. 
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[1633]  f°r  fu^er  information.  In  his  letter  he  takes  no¬ 
tice  that  there  had  been  of  late  fome  tioife  in  Somerfetfhire 
about  the  wakes ;  that  the  judges  had  prohibited  them  under 
pretence  of  fome  diforders,  by  which  argument  (fays  he) 
anything  that  is  abufed  may  be  quite  taken  away;  but  that 
his  majefty  was  difpleafed  with  RichardforC s  behaviour  at 
the  two  laft  affizes,  and  efpecially  the  lad;  being  of  opinion, 
that  the  feqfls  ought  to  be  kept  for  the  recreation  of  the 
people,  of  which  he  would  not  have  them  debarred  under 
any  frivolous  pretences,  to  the  gratifying  of  the  humourifts, 
who  were  very  numerous  in  thefe  parts,  and  united  in  crying 
down  the  feafis ;  his  grace  therefore  requires  the  biihop  to 
give  him  a  fpeedy  account  how  thefe  feafts  had  been  ordered. 
Pierce  biihop  of  Bath  and  Wells,  in  anfwer  to  this  letter, 
acquaints  the  archbifliop,  c“  That  the  late  fuppreftion  of  the 
cc  revels  was  very  unacceptable,  and  that  the  refiitution  of 
them  would  be  very  grateful  to  the  gentry,  clergy,  and 
tc  common  people;*  for  proof  of  which  he  had  procured  the 
cc  hands  of  feventy-two  of  his  clergy,  in  whole  parilhes 
u  thefe  feafts  are  kept;  and  he  believes  that  if  he  had  fent 
for  an  hundred  more  he  In  on  Id  have  had  the  fame  anfwer 
cc  from  them  all ;  but  thefe  feventy-two  (lays  his  lordfliip) 
“  are  like  the  feventy-two  interpreters  that  agreed  fo  foon 
£C  in  the  tranflation  of  the  Old  Teft  ament  in  the  Greek.”  He 
then  proceeds  to  explain  the  nature  of  thefe  feafts :  cc  There 
are  (lays  he)  in  Somerfetfhire,  not  only  feafts  of  dedica- 
“  tion  [or  revel-days]  but  alfo  church-ales,  clerk-ales,  and 
cc  bid-ales.” 


U 


“  1  he  Feafts  of  dedication  are  in  memory  of  the*  dedica¬ 
tion  of  their  feveral  churches ;  thofe  churches  which  are 
dedicated  to  the  Holy  Trinity  have  their  feafts  on  Trinity 
Sunday;  and  fo  all  the  feafts  are  kept  upon  the  Sunday 
“  before  or  after  the  faint’s  day  to  whom  the  churches  are 
“  dedicated,  becaufe  the  people  have  not  leifure  to  obferve 
“  them  on  the  week  days;  this  (fays  his  lordfliip)  is  accep- 
<c  table  to  tne  people,  who  otherwife  go  into  tiplinp- 
“  houfes,  or  elfe  to  conventicles. 

“  Church  ales  are  when  the  people  go  from  afternoon 
“  Players  on  Sunday  to  their  lawful  fports  and  paftimes  in  the 

*  Cant.  Doom.  p.  142. 
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“  church-yard,  or  in  the  neighbourhood,  in  fome  publick- 
“  houfe,  where  they  drink  and  make  merry.  By  the  bene- 
volence  of  the  people  at  thefe  paflimes,  many  poor  pa- 
“  ™les  have  caff  their  bells,  and  beautified  their  churches, 
“  and  raifed  flocks  for  the  poor ;  and  there  had  not  been 
“  obferved  fo  much  diforder  at  them  as  is  commonly  at  fairs 

“  Clerk  ales ,  [or  leffer  church  ales]  are  fo  called,  be- 
“  caufe  they  were  for  the  better  maintenance  of  the  pa- 
nflt  clerk;  and  theie  is  great  reafon  for  them,  [fays  his 
lordfhip)  for  in  pool  country  panfries,  where  the  wages 
Ci  clerk  are  but  fmall,  the  people,  thinking  it  unfit  that 
“■  the  clerk  fhould  duly  attend  at  church  and  not  gain  by  his 
office,  fend  him  m  piovifion,  and  tnen  come  on  Sundays 
and  feafl  with  him,  by  which  means  he  fells  more  ale,  and 
tafles  rnoie  of  tne  liberality  of  the  people,  than  their 
“  quarterly  payment  would  amount  to  in  many  years;  and 
“  fin[e  Aefe  have  been  put  down,  many  miniflers  have'com- 
“  plained  to  me  (fays  his  lordfhip)  that  they  are  afraid  they 
“  fliall  have  no  parifh  clerks. 

A  bid  ale  is  when  a  poor  man,  decayed  in  his  fubflance, 
“  is  fet  up  again  by  the  liberal  benevolence  and  contribution 
“  of  his  friends  at  a  Sunday’s  feafl.” 

The  people  were  fond  of  thefe  recreations,  and  the  bifltop 
recommends  them,  as  bringing  the  people  more  willingly  to 
church;  as  tending  to  civilize  them,  and  to  compofe  differ¬ 
ences  among  them ;  and  as  ferving  to  increafe  love  and  unity, 
forafmuch  as  they  w'ere  in  the  nature  of  feafls  of  charity, 
the  richer  fort  keeping  in  a  manner  open  houfe;  for  which 
and  fome  other  reafons  his  lordfhip  thinks  them  fit  to  be 
retained. 

But  the  juflices  of  peace  were  of  another  mind,  and  figned 
an  humble  petition  to  the  king,  in  which  they  declare  that 
thefe  revels  had  not  only  introduced  a  great  profanation  of 
the  Lord’s-day ,  but  riotous  tipling,  contempt  of  authority, 
quarrels,  murders,  &c.  and  were  very  prejudicial  to  the 
peace,  plenty,  and  good  government  of  the  country,  and 
therefore  they  pray  that  they  may  be  fuppreffed.  Here  we 
obferve  the  laity  petitioning  for  the  religious  obfervation  of 
the  Lord’s-day,  and  the  bijhop  with  his  clergy  pleading  for 
the  profanation  of  it.  To 
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To  encourage  thefe  diforderly  affemblies  more  efteftually, 
archbifhop  Laud  put  the  king  upon  republiftvmg  his  father's 
declaration  of  the  year  1618,  concerning  lawful f ports  to  be 
ufed  on  Sundays  after  divine  fervice>  which  was  done  accord¬ 
ingly,  Oft.  1 8th,  with  this  remarkable  addition*  After  a 
recital  of  the  words  of  \dmg  James's  declaration,  his  majefty 
adds,  “  Out  of  a  like  pious  care  for  the  lervice  of  God,  and 
“  for  fuppreffing  of  thofe  humours  that  oppofe  truth,  and 
“  for  the  eafe,  comfort,  and  recreation  of  his  majefty’s  well- 
u  deferving  people,  he  doth  ratify  his  bleffed father's  decla- 
<c  ration,  the  rather,  becaufe  of  late  in  fome  counties  of  the 
“  kingdom  his  majefty  finds,  that,  under  pretence  of  taking 
u  away  an  abufe,  there  hath  been  a  general  forbidding,  not 
#c  only  of  ordinary  meetings,  but  of  the  feajls  of  the  dedica - 
u  tion  of  churches ,  commonly  called  wakes ;  it  is  therefore 
his  will  and  pleafure,  that  thefe  feafts  with  others  {hall  be 
<c  obferved,  and  that  all  neighbourhood  and  freedom  with 
“  man-like  and  lawful  exercifes  be  ufed  ;  and  the  juftices  of 
<c  the  peace  are  commanded  not  to  moleft  any  in  their  re- 
“  creations,  having  firft  done  their  duty  to  God,  and  con- 
“  tinuing  in  obedience  to  his  majefty’s  laws,”  And  he  does 
further  will,  “  that  publication  of  this  his  command  be 
made  by  order  from  the  biftiops,  through  all  the  parifh 
churches  of  their  feveral  diocefes  refpeftively.” 

This  declaration  revived  the  controverfy  of  the  morality 
of  the  fabbath,  which  had  flept  for  many  years ;  Mr.  Theo- 
philus  Bradbourne ,  a  Suffolk  minifter,  had  publifhed  in  the 
year  1628,  a  defence  of  the  moft  ancient  and  f acred  ordinance 
of  God ,  the  fabbaih-day ,  and  dedicated  it  to  the  king.  But 
Mr.  Fuller  \  obferves,  “  That  the  poor  man  fell  into  the 
ambufh  of  tne  high-commifiion,  whofe  well-tempered  feve- 
tfi  rity  fo  prevailed  with  him,  that  he  became  a  convert,  and 
46  conformed  quietly  to  the  church  of  England.”  Francis 
White ,  bifliop  of  Ely,  was  commanded  by  the  king  to  confute 
Bradbourne ;  after  him  appeared  Dr.  Pocklington ,  with  his 
Sunday  no  fabbath ;  and  after  him  Hey /in  the  archbifliop’s 
chaplain,  aim  otneis.  fuefe  divines,  inftead  of  fofteninn 
fome  rigours  in  Bradbourne' s  Sabbatarian  ftriftnefs,  ran  into 
the  contrary  extreme,  denying  all  manner  of  divine  right  or 

f  Book  xh  p.  1 44. 
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moral  obligation  to  the  obfervance  of  the  whole,  or  any  part 
of  the  Lord’ s-day ,  making  it  depend  entirely  upon  ecclefiaftical 
authority ,  aild  to  oblige  no  further  than  to  the  few  hours  of 
publick  fervice;  and  that  in  the  intervals,  not  only  walking 
(which  the  fabbatarians  admitted)  but  mixed  dancings  mafques ? 
interludes ,  revels ,  &c.  were  lawful  and  expedient. 

Inflead  of  convincing  the  fober  part  of  the  nation,  it  {truck 
them  with  a  kind  of  horror,  to  fee  themfelves  invited,  by  the 
authority  of  the  king  and  church,  to  that  which  looked  fo 
like  a  contradiction  to  the  command  of  God.  It  was  certainly 
out  of  charafter  for  bifhops  and  clergymen,  who  Ihould  be 
the  fupports  of  religion,  to  draw  men  off  from  exercifes  of 
devotion  in  their  families  and  clofets,  by  enticing  them  to 
publick  recreations.  People  are  forward  enough  of  them¬ 
felves  to  indulge  thefe  liberties,  and  need  a  check  rather  than 
a  fpur;  but  the  wifdom  of  thefe  times  was  different.  The 
court  had  their  balls ,  mafquerades ,  and  plays,  on  the  Sunday 
evenings,  while  the  youth  of  the  country  were  at  their  ?nor - 
rice-dances ,  may -games,  church  and  clerk  ales ,  and  all  fuch 
kinds  of  revelling. 

o 

The  revival  of  this  declaration  was  charged  upon  arch- 
bifhop  Laud  at  his  trial,  but  his  grace  would  not  admit  the 
charge,  though  he  confeffed  his  judgment  was  in  favour  of 
it.  It  was  to  be  publifhed  in  all  pariflr  churches  either  by 
the  minilter,  or  any  other  perfon,  at  the  diferetion  of  the 
bifliop,  and  therefore  the  putting  this  hardlhip  on  the  clergy 
was  their  aCt  and  deed;  but  Laud  knew  it  would  diftrefs  the 
puritans ,  and  purge  the  church  of  a  fet  of  men,  for  whom  he 
had  a  perfeCt  averfion.  The  reafon  given  for  obliging  them 
to  this  fervice  was,  becaufe  the  two  judges  had  enjoined  the 
minifters  to  read  their  order  againft  revels  in  the  churches ; 
and  therefore  it  was  proper  to  have  it  reverfed  by  the  fame 
perfons  and  in  the  fame  place.-- 


The  fevere  preffmg  this  c 


eclaration  made  fad  havock 


among  the  puritans  for  feven  years.  Many  poor  clergymen 
{trained  their  confciences  in  fubmiffion  to  their  fuperiors. 
Some  after  publifhing  it,  immediately  read  the  fourth  com- 


*  Dr.  Warner  adopts  thefe  remarks.  Ed. 
f  Fuller’s  Church  Hiltory,  b.  xi.  p.  143. 
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mandment  to  die  people,  Remember  the fabbath  day  to  keep  it 
holy ;  adding;  this  is  the  law  of  God  y  the  other,  the  injun,  * 
tion  of  man.  Some  put  it  upon  their  curates,  win! ft  great 
numbers  refufed  to  comply  upon  any  terms  whatsoever. 
Fuller*  fays,  “  that  the  archbilhop’s  moderation  in  his  own 
diocefe  was  remarkable,  filencing  but  three,  in  whom  a  fo 
was  a  concurrence  of  other  non-conf 01  mitics ;  but  that  hi. a 
“  adverfaries  imputed  it  not  to  his  charity  but  pm  icy, 
cc  like ,  preying  fartheft  from  his  own  den,  and  ii litigating 
cc  other  bilhops  to  do  more  than  he  would  appear  in  lumlelf. 
Sir  Nath.  Brent ,  his  grace’s  vicar-general,  attefted  upon  oath 
at  the  archbilhop’s  trial,  that  he  gave  him  a  fpccial  charge 
to  convene  all  minifters  before  him  who  would  not  read  tne 
book  of f ports  on  the  Lord’s-day,  and  to  fufpend  them  loi  it ; 
and  that  he  gave  particular  order  to  fufpend  the  three  fol¬ 
lowing  Kcntifh  minifters  by  name,  (viz.)  Mr.  Player ,  Mr. 
Hieron ,  and  Mr.  Calmer f  Whereupon  he  did,  againft  his 
judgment,  fufpend  them  all  ab  officio  Cj  beneficio ,  though  the 
king’s  declaration  (as  has  been  obferved)  does  not  oblige 
the  minifler  to  read  it,  nor  authorize  the  bilhops  to  inflict 
any  punifhment  on  the  refufers.  When  the  fufpended  mi¬ 
nifters  repaired  to  Lambeth,  and  petitioned  to  be  reftored, 
the  archbifhop  told  them,  if  they  did  not  know  how  to  obey , 
he  did  not  know  how  to  grant  their  petition .  So  their  ful- 

penfion  continued  till  the  beginning  of  the  commotions  in 
Scotland,  to  the  ruin  of  their  poor  families;  Mr.  Cidmer 
having  a  wife  and  feven  children  to  provide  for.§ 

*  Book  xi.  p.  148.  f  Prynne’s  Cant.  Doom.  p.  149. 

§  Dr.  Grey  introduces  here  a  long  quotation  from  Anthony  Woody  and 
refers  to  a  bad  character  of  Mr.  Cultner  drawn  by  Mr.  Lewis  in  Dr.  Catamy' s 
continuation  of  ejedted  minifters,  to  (hew  what  fmall  real'on  Mr.  Neal  had  to 
defend  him.  It  ftiould  feem  from  thofe  authorities,  that  he  was  a  man  of  a 
warm  and  violent  temper,  and  fome  heavy  charges  are  brought  againft  him. 
But  not  to  fay  that  prejudice  appears  to  have  drawn  his  pidture,  admitting 
the  truth  of  every  thing  alledged  againft  him,  it  is  irrelevant  to  the  vindica¬ 
tion  of  archbifhop  Laud ,  whofe  feverity  againft  Mr.  Culmer  had  not  for  its 
objedt  his  general  deportment,  or  any  immorality,  but  his  not  reading  the 
book  of  fports;  /.  e.  a  royal  invitation  to  men  to  give  themlelves  up  to  dif- 
fipating,  riotous,  and  intemperate  diverfions  on  a  day  facred  to  fobriety. 
See  on  Mr.  Culmer’s  charadier.  Palmer's  NonconfarmilPs  Memorial,  vol. 
id.  p.  77.  Ed. 

Vol.  II. 


R 


Several 


I 


242 


*he  history 


CHAP.  7, 


a„d  d  '  ri'  H  8Y,  ?  °  "'  Were  alfo 

04,:,;P  \d  ?n.lhe  fa™e  account;  as,  Mr.  Thomas  Wilfon  of 
Odum,  who  being  fent  for  to  Lambeth,  and  ailed  wither 

h"  had  read  ?e  book  of  fports  in  his  church,  aniwcred^ 

'  fL?CUpYn  the  archy'dl0P  replied  immediately,  / fufpend  you 
fo>  ever  from  your  qfp.ee  and  benefice  till  you  read  it ,  and  fo 

,  COut‘,nUtu.  1.0l;r  7c.ars»  being  cited  into  the  high  commif- 
uon  and  articled  agamil  for  the  fame  crime.  Mr.  Wrath 

f  "f  Lnfi’;y  brought  up  from  Wales,  Mr.  William 
Jones  from  Gloucefterffiire,  with  divers  others,  and  cer fared 
by  tue  high  commifnon  (of  which  the  arclibhlcp  was  chief) 
,01  n.°.t  *e a  in§  tixC  declaration,  and  not  bowing  his  body  at 
the  bleffed  name  of  jef us,  &c.*  To  thefe  nriv  be  added 
M Whitfield  of  Ockiy,  M, .  Garth  of  W  fifid 

°£  ^P-^-row,  Mr.  larrol  of  Purbrigbt,  and  Mr.  Pewes 
of  Wexrord,  to  whom  the  archbifhop  faid,  that  he  fufpended 
ium  ex  nune  prout  ex  tunc ,  in  cafe  he  did  not  read  the  kma’s 
declaration  for  1  ports,  on  the  Sunday  fe’nnight  following. 

c  t>  e'i»e^reEd  and  learaed  blr.  Lawrence  Snellin g,  rector 
of  iaui  s-Cray,  was  not  only  fufpended  by  the  high  com- 

minion  at  Lambeth  for  four  years,  but  deprived  °and  ex¬ 
communicated,  for  not  reading  the  declaration,  &c.f  He 
pleaded  in  his  own  defence  the  laws  cf  God  and  of  the 
realm,  and  the  authority  of  councils  and  fathers ;  he  added, 
that  the  king’s  declaration  did  not  enjoin  miniflers  to  read  it’ 
noi  authorize  the  bifhops  or  high  commiffioners  to  fufpend 
or  punim  minifters  for  not  reading  it;  that  it  being  merely 
?.  civil,  not  an  ecclefiajlical  declaration  enjoined  by  any  canons 
01  authority  of  the  church,  no  eccleliaflical  court  could  take 
cognizance  of  it.  All  which  Mr.  Smiling  offered  to  the 
commiffioners  in  writing,  but  the  archbifhop  would  not 


Prynne’s  Cant.  Doom.  p.  15 1 . 


,  t  t0  lmPeach»the  fairnefs  ofMr-  Neal,  quotes  here  Rujhvoortb, 

to  fhew  that  fentence  was  palled -on  Mr.  Smiling  for  omitting  to  “  read  the 

„  lltany  and  wear  the  furphee,  and  for  not  bowing,  or  making  any  corporal 
obey.ance  at  hearing  or  reading  the  name  of  Jefus.”  It  is  true,  that  on 

r  e  SrTlieS  ‘j  f°,  th?  (eRtcnce  of  deprivation  was  palled ;  but  it  appears 
Irom  Rujh’wortb,  that  he  had  been  previously  fufpended  ah  officio  &  beneficio 
and  excommunicated,  folely  on  the  ground  of  refilling  to  read  the  book  of 
fpoits;  and  that  this  offence  was  the  primary  caufe  of  the  deprivation. 
Kulhworth  s  Coliedions,  voL  u.  part  ii.  p.  460-61.  Ed. 
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admit  it,  faying  in  open  court,  that  whofoever  Jhould  make 
fuch  a  defence,  it  Jhould  he  burnt  before  his  face ,  and  he  laid 
by  the  heeh .  Upon  this  he  was  perfonally  and  judicially  ad- 
monifhed  to  read  the  declaration  within  three  weeks,  which, 
he  refufing,  was  fufpended  ab  officio  &  bencjicio .  .  About  four 
months  after  lie  was  judicially  admonifhed  again,  ana  ti¬ 
ling  to  comply,  was  excommunicated,  and  told,  turn  unlcfs 
he  conformed  bef  ore  the  fecond  day  of  next  term,  he  fiioimi 
be  deprived;  which  was  accordingly  done,  and  he  continued 
under  the  fentence  many  years,  to  his  unfpeakable  damage. 

4£  It  were  endlefs  to  go  into  more  particulars;  how  many 
hundred  godly  mimfters  in  this  and  other  diocese  s  (fays  Mr. 
Prynnc have  been  lufpended  from  tiieir  mimhi  y,  lecjucf- 
tered,  driven  from  their  livings,  excommunicated,  piofe- 
64  cured  m  the  high  commiilion,  and  forced  to  leave  tne 
kingdom  for  not  pubhfhmg  this  declaration ,  is  cxpu.men- 
“  tally  known  to  all  men/’*  Dr  .Wren,  bifliop  of  Nor¬ 

wich,  fays,  that  great  numbers  in  his  diocefe  had  declined  it, 
and  were  fufpended;  that  fome  had  fince  complied,  but  that 
(till  there  were  thirty  who  peremptorily  refuted  and  were  ex¬ 
communicated.  This  the  bifliop  thinks  a  fmall  numoer,  al¬ 
though  if  there  were  as  manv  in  other  diocefes,  the  whole 

■v  O  4 

would  amount  to  near  eight  hundred. 

To  render  the  Common-prayer  book  more  unexceptionable 
to  the  papifts,  and  more  diftant  from  puritanifm,  the  arch- 
biflrop  made  fundry  alterations f  in  the  later  editions,  without 
the  fancHon  of  convocation  or  parliament.  In  the  collect 
for  the  royal  family,  the  princefs  Elizabeth  and  her  children 
were  left  out ,  and  thefe  words  were  expunged,  0  God ,  who 
art  the  father  of  thine  elect ,  and  of  their  feed)  as  tending  to¬ 
wards  particular  election  or  predeftination.t  In  the  prayer 
for  the  fifth  of  November  were  thefe  words,  root  out  that 
antichriflian  and  babylonifh  fed  which  fay  of  ferufalem,  Dozen 
with  it  even  to  the  ground .  Cut  of  thefe  workers  of  iniquity , 

*  Cant.  Doom,  p.  i  c  3 . 

f  Dr.  Grey  fays,  that  the  aichbifhop  fully  cleared  himfelf  in  this  particular, 
by  informing  us,  [Troubles  and  Trial,  p.  357,]  “  that  the  alterations  were 
<c  made  either  by  the  king  himfelf,  or  fome  other  about  him,  when  he  wafi 
“  not  at  court.”  Ed. 
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ichrjfe  religion  u  rebellion ,  whofe  faith  is  fad  ion,  whofe  prac¬ 
tice  is  murdering  both  foul  and  body,  which  in  the  kill  edi¬ 
tion  are  thus  changed,  Root  out  the  antichriffian  and  ba- 
bylonijhfed  of  them,  which  fay  of  Jerufalem ,  Down  with  it. 

Cut  off  thcfe  workers  of  iniquity ,  who  turn  religion  into 
rebellion ,  dec.  The  defign  of  which  alteration  was  to  re¬ 
lieve  the  papifts,  and  to  turn  the  prayer  againfl;  the  puritans , 
upon  whom  the  pop i  (It  plot  was  to  have  been  fathered. 
In  the  epiftle  for  Palm  Sunday ,  inftead  of  in  the  name  of 
fefus,  as  it  was  heretofore,  it  is  now  according  to  the  laft 
tranflation,  at  the  name  of  Jeffs  every  knee  Jhall  bow.  But 
it  was  certainly  very  high  prefumption,  for  a  fmgle  clergy¬ 
man  or  any  number  of  them,  to  alter  a  fervice-book  efta- 
bhfhed  by  acft  of  parliament,  and  impofe  thofe  alterations 
upon  the  whole  body  of  the  clergy. 

The  puritans  always  excepted  againfl  bowing  at  the  name 
of  Jeffs-,  it  appeared  to  them  very  fuperftitious,  as  if  worfhip 
was  to  be  paid  to  a  name,  or  to  the'  name  of  Jesus,  more 
than  to  that  of  Christ  or  Immanuel.  Neverthelefs  it 
was  enjoined  by  the  eighteenth  canon,  and  in  compliance 
with  that  injunction,  our  laft  tranflators  inferted  it  into  their 
text,  by  rendering  \v  ra  ’ovoudh,  in  the  name  of  Jeffs,  as  it 
was  before  both  in  the  bible  and  common-prayer-book,  at 
the  name  of  Jeffs,  as  itjaow  Hands;  however,  no  penalty 
was  annexed  to  the  neglect  of  this  ceremony,  nor  did  any 
fuffer  for  it,  till  bilhop  Laud  was  at  the  head  of  the  church, 
who  preffed  it  equally  with  the  reft,  and  caufed  above  twenty 
minifters  to  be  fined,  cenfured,  and  put  by  their  livings,  for 
not  bowing  at  the  name  of  Jesus,  or  for  preaching  againfl  it* 
On  the  third  of  November  was  debated  before  his  ma- 
jefty  in  council,  the  queftion  about  removing  the  commu¬ 
nion-table  in  St.  Gregory’s  church  near  St.  Paul’s,  from  the 
middle  of  the  chancel  to  the  upper  end  of  it,  and  placing  it 
there  in  form  of  an  altar.  This  being  enjoined  upon  the 
churchwardens  by  the  dean  and  chapter  of  St.  Paul’s,  with¬ 
out  the  confent  of  the  parifliioners,  they  oppofed  it,  and 
appealed  to  the  court  of  arches,  alledging  that  the  book  of 
common-prayer,  and  eighty-fecond  canon,  gave  liberty  to 
place  the  conawinion-table  where  it  might  Hand  with  mod 

*  Ufurpation  of  Prelates,  p.  165, 
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convenience.  His  majefty  being  informed  of  the  appeal, 
and  acquainted  by  the  archbifhop,  that  it  would  be  a  leading 


fecond  canon  was  not  to  be  underllood  fo,  as  if  it  veic  to  be. 


the  ordinary ,  and  gave  commandment,  that  if  the  parilhio- 
ners  went  on  with  their  appeal the  dean  ol  the  arches ,  who 
was  then  attending  at  the  hearing  of  the  cattle,  Ihould  con¬ 
firm  the  order  of  the  dean  and  chapter.fi  ( I  his  was  a  fove- 
reign  manner  of  putting  an  end  to  a  controverfy,  very 


agreeable  to  the  atchbifhop. 

When  the  facrament  was  adminiftered  in  parifli  churches, 
the  communion-table  was  ufually  placed  in  the  middle  of  the 
chancel,  and  the  people  received  round  it,  or  in  their  feveral 
places  thereabouts;  but  now  all  communion-tables  were  or¬ 
dered  to  be  fixed  under  the  eaft  wall  of  the  chancel  with  the 
ends  north  and  fouth  in  form  of  an  altar;  they  were  to  be 
raifed  two  or  three  fteps  above  the  floor,  and  encompaffed 
with  rails.  Archbifhop  Laud  ordered  his  vicar-general  to 
fee  this  alteration  made  in  all  the  churches  and  chapels  of  his 
province;  to  accomplifli  which,  it  was  necefiary  to  take 
down  the  galleries  in  fome  churches,  and  to  remove  ancient 
monuments.  This  was  relented  by  lome  conliderable  fami¬ 
lies,  and  complained  of  as  an  injury  to  the  dead,  and  fuch  an 
expence  to  the  living,  as  fome  country  parifhes  could  not 
bear;  yet  thofe  who  refufed  to  pay  the  rates  impofed  by  the 
archbifhop  for  this  purpofe,  were  fined  in  the  fpiritual  courts 
contrary  to  law.  (|  It  is  almofl  incredible,  what  a  ferment  the 
making  this  alteration  at  once ,  raifed  among  the  common 
people  all  over  England.  Many  miniflers  and  churchwar¬ 
dens  were  excommunicated,  fined,  and  obliged  to  do  pe¬ 
nance,  for  neglefting  the  bifliop’s  injunftrons.  Great  num¬ 


ber* 


f  Rufhworth,  vol.  ii.  part  2d,  p.  207, 
[J  Prynne’s  Cant.  Doom,  p.  100,  10 1. 
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lers  refufed  to  come  up  to  the  rails  and  receive  thefacra- 
1  ent5  for  which  fome  were  fined,  and  others  excommuni- 
cvved,  to  the  number  of  fome  hundreds,  fay  the  committee 
0  me  houfe  of  commons  at  the  archbilhop’s  trial. 

Books  were  written  for  and  againfl  this  new  practice,  with 
the  fame  earneffnefs  and  contention  for  victory,  as  if  the  life 
of  religion  had  been  at  flake.  Dr.  Williams ,  bifliop  of  Lin¬ 
coln,  publi filed  two  treatifes  againfl  it,  one  intituled,  a  letter 
to  the  vicar  of  Grantham-,  the  other,  the  holy  table ,  name, 
and  thing  ;  filled  with  fo  much  learning,  and  that  learning  fo 
clufely  and  folidly  applied,  (lays  lord  Clarendon )  as  fhewed 
he  had  fpent  his  time  in  his  retirement  with  his  books  very 
profitably.  Dr.  Hey/in ,  who  anfwered  the  bifliop,  argued 
from  the  words  of  queen  Elizabeth? s  injunctions,  15  59;  from 
the  01  dei  s  and  advertifements  of  1  ^be  and  tyby  ;  from  the 
practice  of  the  king’s  chapels  and  cathedrals;  and  finally, 
from  the  prefent  king’s  declaration,  recommending  a  con¬ 
formity  of  the  pari fli  churches  to  their  cathedrals.  The 
bifliop,  and  with  him  all  the  puritans,  infilled  upon  the  prac¬ 
tice  of  primitive  antiquity,  and  upon  the  eighty-fecond  canon 
of  1  bog,  which  fays,  “  We  appoint,  that  the  table  for  the 
“  celebration  of  the  holy  communion  ffiall  be  covered  with 
“  a  fair  linen  cloth  at  the  time  of  adminiflration,  and  fhall 
tiien  be  p raced  in  fo  good  fort  within  the  church  or  chan¬ 
cel,  as  thereby  the  minifler  may  more  conveniently  be 
<c  heard  of  the  communicants  in  his  prayer,  and  the  commu- 
nicants  may  more  conveniently,  and  in  more  numbers 
“  communicate.”  They  urged  the  rubrick  in  the  common- 
prayer-book;  that  altars  in  churches  were  a  popifli  inven¬ 
tion,  of  no  greater  antiquity  in  the  chriflian  church  than  the 
facrifice  of  the  mafs;  and  infilled  ftrenuoufly  on  the  difeon- 
tinuance  of  them  lince  the  reformation.  But  the  archbifliop, 
being  determined  to  carry  his  point,  profecuted  the  affair 
with  unjuflifiable  rigour  over  all  the  kingdom,  punifliing 
thofe  who  oppofed  him,  without  regard  to  the  laws  of  the 
land.  This  occafioned  a  fort  of  fchifm  among  the  bilhops,  and 
a  great  deal  of  uncharitablenefs  among  the  inferior  clergy; 
for  thofe  bilhops  who  had  not  been  beholden  to  Laud  for 
their  preferments,  nor  had  any  farther  expe&ations,  were 
very  cool  in  tlje  affair,  while  the  archbifhop’s  creatures,  in 
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many  places,  took  upon  them  to  make  tliefe  alterations  by 
their  own  authority,  without  the  injunctions  or  dire&ions  of 
their  diocefans^  which  laid  the  foundation  of  many  law-fairs. 
Thofe  who  oppofed  tiie  alterations  weie  caked  docli  inal  pn~ 
Titans,  and  the  promoters  of  them  deci  f  inal  papijls* 

The  court  clergy  were  of  the  latter  fort,  and  were  vehe¬ 
mently  fufpe&ed  of  an  inclination  to  pouciy,  bccjule  oi  i-hcu 
fuperftitious  bowing  to  the  altar,  not  only  in  time  of  divine 
fervice.,  but  at  their  going  in  and  out  of  church.  litis  was 
a  pra&ice  unknown  to  the  laity  of  me  chuich  of  isngjand 
before  this  time,  but  archbifhop  Laud  introduced  it  into  the 
royal  chapel  at  Whitehall,  and  recommended  it  to  all  the 
clergy  by  his  example;  for  when  he  went  in  and  out  of 
chapel,  a"  lane  was  always  made  for  him  to  fee  the  altar,  and 
do  reverence  towards  it.  All  his  majefty  s  chaplains,  and 
even  the  common  people,  were  enjoined  the  fame  practice. 
In  the  new  body  of  ffatutes  for  the  cathedral  of  Canterbury, 
drawn  up  by  his  grace,  and  confirmed  under  the  great-feal, 
the  dean  and  prebendaries  are  obliged  by  oath,  to  bow  to  the 
altar  at  coming  in  and  going  out  of  church;  which  could 
arife  from  no  principle  but  a  belief  of  the  real  prefence  of 
Chrift  in  the  facrament  or  altar;  or  from  a  fuperftitious  imi¬ 
tation  of  the  pagans  worfhipping  towards  the  eaft.f 

To  make  the  adoration  more  fignificant,  the  altars  in  ca¬ 
thedrals  were  adorned  with  the  moil  pompous  furniture, 
and  all  the  veffels  underwent  a  folemn  confecration.  The 
cathedral  of  Canterbury  was  furnifhed,  according  to  bifhop 
Andrews's  model,  who  took  it  from  the  Roman  mifial,  with 
two  candlefticks  and  tapers ,  a  bafin  for  oblations,  a  cujhion 
for  the  fervice-hook,  a  friver  gilt  cardftdr  for  the  wafers, 
like  a  wicker  bafket  lined  with  cambrick  lace,  the  tonne  on  a 
cradle  ;  a  chalice  with  the  image  of  Chrift  and  the  loft  flieep, 
and  of  the  wife  men  and  ftar,  engraven  on  the  Tides  and  on 
the  cover.  The  chalice  was  covered  with  a  linen  napkin, 
called  the  aire,  embroidered  with  coloured  filk ;  two  pa  tins, 
the  tricanale  being  a  round  ball  with  a  ferew  cover,  out  of 
which  iffned  three  pipes,  for  the  water  of  mixture ;  a  ere - 
dentia  or  fide  table,  with  a  bafin  and  ewer  on  napkins,  and  a 
rowel  towafli  before  the  confecration;  three  kneeling  Jlools 

f  Collyer’s  Ecclef.  Hid.  p.  762. 
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covered  and  fluffed,  th t  foot-pace  with  three  afcents,  covered 

wit  1  a  turkey  carpet;  three  chairs  uied  at  ordinations,  and 

t  tjeptum  or  rail  with  two  afcents.  Upon  fome  altars  there 

was  a  pot  called  the  incenfe  pot,  and  a  knife  to  cut  the  fa- 
cramental  bread* 

The  consecration  of  this  furniture  was  after  this  manner; 
the  archbifhop  m  his  cope,  attended  by  two  chaplains  in 
men  mrplices,  having  bowed  feveral  times  towards  the  altar 
read  a  portion  of  fcripture ;  then  the  veffels  to  be  confecrated 
were  delivered  into  the  hands  of  the  archbifhop,  who,  after 
he  had  placed  them  upon  the  altar,  read  a  form  of  prayer, 
defiring  orod  to  blefs  and  accept  of  thefe  veffels,  which  he 
leyerahy  touched  and  elevated,  offering  them  up  to  God 
arter  which  they  were  not  to  be  put  to  common  ufe.  We 
have  feen  already  the  manner  of  his  grace’s  confecrating  the 
facramental  elements  at  Creed-church;  there  was  a  "little 
moie  ceremony  in  cathedrals,  where  the  wafers  and  wine, 
bemg  firlt  placed  with  great  folemnity  on  the  credentia  or 
iide-table,  were  to  be  removed  from  thence  by  one  of  the 
archbifnop’s  chaplains,  who,  as  foon  as  he  turns  about  his 
face  to  the  altar  with  the  elements  in  his  hands,  bows  three 
times,  and  again  when  he  comes  to  the  foot  of  it,  where 
he  prefents  them  upon  his  knees,  and  lays  them  upon  the 
altar  foi  confederation.  How  far  the  bringing  thefe  inven¬ 
tions  of  men  into  the  worfhip  of  God,  is  chargeable  with 
fuperftition,  and  with  a  departing  from  the  fimplicity  of  the 
chriftian  inftitution,  I  leave  with  the  reader;  but  furely  the 
impofing  them  upon  others  under  fevere  penalties,  without 
the  fanCtion  of  convocation,  parliament,  or  royal  mandate 
was  not  to  be  juftified.  ’ 

The  lecturers  or  afternoon  preachers,  giving  his  grace 
fome  diffurbance,  notwithffandmg  the  attempts  already  made 
to  fupprefs  them,  the  king  fent  the  following  injunctions  to 
the  bifhops  of  his  province :  1 ,  “  That  they  ordain  no 
£‘  clergyman  without  a  prefentation  to  fome  living.  Or,  2. 

“  Without  a  certificate  that  he  is  provided  of  fome  void 
church.  Or,  3.  Without  fome  place  in  a  cathedral  or 
“  collegiate  church.  Or,  4.  Unlefs  he  be  a  fellow  of  fome 
college.  Or,  5.  A  maffer  of  arts  of  five  years  Handing, 

f  Ruihworth,  vol.  ii.part  2d,  p,  2(4. 
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“  living  at  his  own  charge.  Or,  6.  Without  the  intention 
«  0f  the  hilltop  to  provide  for  him.”*  By  virtue  of  thefe 
iniun&ions  no  chaplainfhip  to  a  nobleman’s  family,  or  any' 
invitation  to  a  lecture,  could  qualify  a  perfon  for  ordination 
without  a  living. 

In  the  annual  account  the  archbilhop  gave  the  king  of  the 
flare  of  his  province  this  year,  we  may  obfervc  how  much  the 
fuppreffing  of  thefe  popular  preachers  lay  upon  Ins  mind. 
«  The  hilltop  of  Bath  and  Wells  (fays  his  grace)  has  taken 
“  a  great  deal  of  pains  in  his  late  vilitation,  to  have  all  the 
“  king’s  inftru&ions  obferved,  and  particularly  he  has  put 
“  down  feveral  lecturers  in  market-towns,  who  were  bene- 
“  ficed  in  other  diocefes,  becaufe  he  found,  when  they  had 
■“  preached  fadtious  ferntons,  they  retired  without  the  reach 
“  of  his  jurifdidtion. 

“  And  whereas  his  majelly’s  inftrudtions  require,  that 
<c  lecturers  lltould  turn  their  afternoon  ferntons  into  catechi- 
<c  fings,  fome  parfons  or  vicars  object  againft  their  being  in- 
“  eluded,  becaufe  lecturers  are  only  mentioned;  but  the  bi- 
“  llrops  wall  take  care  to  clear  their  doubts,  and  fettle  their 
“  pradlice. 

“  The  bifliop  of  Peterborough!  had  fuppreffed  a  feditious 
“  lecture  at  Repon,  and  put  down  feveral  monthly  lectures, 
“  kept  with  a  fall,  and  managed  by  a  moderator.  He  had 
<c  alfo  fuppreffed  a  meeting  called  the  running  lecture,  be- 
“  caufe  the  lecture  went  from  village  to  village. 


*  Dr.  Grey  truly  obferves,  that  none  of  thefe  injunctions  were  new;  but 
only  an  enforcement  of  the  3  3d  canon  of  1603.  He  refers  the  reader  to 
Bifhop  Gib/on’s  Codex,  p.  162,  and  might  have  referred  to  his  own  work,v 
entitled  “  A  fyftem  of  Englifh  Ecclefiaftical  Law’’  extracted  from  the  Codex, 
p.  43-4.  But  though  thefe  injunctions  were  not  formed  for  the  occafion, 
the  application  of  them  at  that  time  was  particularly  directed  againft  the 
leCturers,  who  are  pointed  at,  in  the  king’s  letter  which  accompanied  the 
injunctions,  as  perfon s  “  wandering  up  and  down  to  the  fcandal  of  their 
calling,  and  to  get  a  maintenance  falling  upon  fuch  courfes  as  were  moft 
“  unfit  for  them,  both  by  humouring  their  auditors,  and  otherways  altoge- 
“  ther  unfufferable.”  It  is  eafy  to  perceive  what  dictated  this  reprefenta- 
tion.  “  By  reafon  of  thefe  ItriCt  rules”  fays  Rujhworth ,  “  no  leCture 
t(  whatfoever  was  admitted  to  be  a  canonical  title.”  Ed. 

+  It  fhould  be  of  Litchfield  and  Coventry,  fays  Dr.  Grey ,  from  Laud’s 
Trials  and  Troubles,  p,  5 1 7.  Ea« 


“  The 


5 5°  THE  HISTORY  '  CHAP,  v 


cc 

cc 


cc 

C( 


1  nc  biLiop  of  St.  Afaph  fays,  that  his  diocefe  is,  with¬ 
out  exception,  abating  the  increafe  of  Romifh  recufants  in 

iome  places,  by  their  fuperftitious  concourfe  to  St.  Wini¬ 
fred’s  well. 

“  The  bifliop  of  Landaff  certifies,  that  he  has  not  one 
ftubborn  non-conformift,  or  fchifmatical  minifter,  within 
his  diocefe,  and  but  two  lecturers. 


Ah  the  bifliop s  declare,  that  they  take  fpecial  care  of 
<c  that  branch  of  his  majefty’s  inftruftions  relating  to  calvi- 
mfm,  or  pleaching  upon  the  predeftinarian  points ;  and  the 
CC  ttrchbifhop  prays  his  majefty,  that  no  layman  whatsoever, 
“  and  lead  of  all  the  companies  of  the  city  of  London,  or  cor¬ 
porations^  fhould  under  any  pretence  have  power  to  nut  in, 
“  or  turn  out,  any  lecturer,  or  other  minifter.” 

In  this  account  the  reader  will  obferve  very  little  com¬ 
plaint  of  the  gi  owth  of  popery,  which  we  fiia.ll  fee  prefently 
was  at  a  prodigious  height ;  but  all  the  archbifliop’s  artillery 
is  pointed  againft  the  puritan  clergy,  who  were  the  mod  de¬ 
termined  and  refolved  protedants  in  the  nation. 

Towards  the  clofe  of  this  year  came  on  the  famous  trial  of 
William  Prynne ,  efq;  barrider  at  law,  and  member  of  Lin- 
colnVinn,  for  his  Hijlriomajlix  *  a  book  written  againd: 

plays, 

This  book  is  a  thick  quarto,  containing  1006  pages.  It  abounded 
with  learning,  and  had  fbme  curious  quotations;  but  it  was  a  very  tedious 
and  heavy  peifoimance;  fo  that  it  was  not  calculated  to  invite  many  to  read 
it.  .  T  his  circumftance  expoies  the  weaknefs,  as  the  feverity  of  the  fentence 
againft  him  does  the  wickednefs,  of  thofe  who  purfued  the  author  with  fuch 
baroarity.  He  was  a  man  of  four  and  auftere  principles,  of  great  reading, 
and  moft  afilduous  application  to  ftudy.  It  was  fuppofed,  that,  from  the 
time  of  his  arrival  at  man’s  eftate,  he  wrote  a  fheet  for  every  day  of  his  life. 

“  His  cuftorn,”  Mr.  Wood  informs  us,  “  was,  when  he  ftudied,  to  put  on  a 
“  long  quilted  cap,  which  came  an  inch  over  his  eyes,  ferving  as  an  umbrella 
<f  to  defend  them  from  too  much  light ;  andfeldom  eating  a  dinner,  would 
“  every  three  hours,  or  more,  be  maunching  a  roll  of  bread,  and  now  and 
€i  then  refrefh  his  exhausted  fpirits  with  ale.”  To  this  Butler  feen^s  to  al¬ 
lude  in  his  addrefs  to  his  mufe  : 


“  Thou  that  with  ale  or  viler  liquors, 

“  Didft  infpire  Withers ,  Prynne ,  and  Vicars ; 
“  And  teach  them,  though  it  were  in  fpight, 
“  Of  nature  and  their  ftars  to  write.” 


His  works  amounted  to  forty  volumes  folio  and  quarto.  The  moft  valu¬ 
able,  and  a  very  ufeful  performance,  is  his  i(  Collection  of  Records”  in  four 
large  volumes,  Harris’s  Life  of  Charles  I,  p.  226-7.  Wood’s  Athens 
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plays,  mafques,  dancing,  &c.  The  information  fets  forth, 
that  though  the  author  knew  that  the  queen  and  lords  of 
the  council  were  frequently  prefent  at  tliofe  diverfions,  yet  he 
liad  railed  againft  thefe  and  feveral  others,  as  may-poles ,  chrift- 
mas-keeping,  dreffing  houfes  with  ivyftcftivals^  &c.  that  he  had 
afperfed  the  queen,  and  commended  factious  perfons;  which 
things  are  of  dangerous  confequence  to  the  realm  and  ftate.f 
The  caufe  was  heard  in  the  Star-chamber ,  Feb.  7th,  1633. 
The  council  for  Mr.  Prynne  were  Mr.  Atkyns ,  afterwards  a 
judge  of  the  common-pleas,  Mr.  ‘ Jenkins ,  Iloi'ournc,  Herne , 
and  Lightfoot.  For  the  king  was  Mr.  attorneys  n  “ral  Hoy. 
The  council  for  the  defendant  plead  d,  that  he  had  ndled 
the  argument  of ftage-p’ays  in  a  learned  manner,  ■:  de¬ 

fining  to  refleft  on  his  fuperiors;§  that  the'  book  iiau  <:  een 
licenfed  according  to  law;  and  that  if  any  paffages  may  be 
conftrued  to  refleft  on  his  majefty,  or  any  branch  of  his  go¬ 
vernment,  he  humbly  begs  pardon.  But  Mr.  Attorney  ag¬ 
gravated  the  charge  in  very  fevere  language,  and  pronounced 
it  a  malicious  and  dangerous  libel.  After  a  full  hearing  he 
was  fentenced  to  have  his  book  burnt  by  the  hands  of  the  com¬ 
mon  hangman ,  to  be  put  from  the  bar ,  and  to  be  for  ever  inca¬ 
pable  of  his  profeffion ,  to  be  turned  out  of  the  fociety  of  Lincoln  s- 
Inn ,  to  be  degraded  at  Oxford ,  to  fund  in  the  pillory  at  Weft- 
minfter  and  Cheapfide ,  to  lofe  both  his  cars ,  one  in  each  place , 


Oxon,  vol.  ii.  p.  315;  and  Granger’-s  Biog.  Hid.  vol.  ii.  p.  230,  8vo. 
The  profecution  of  Mr.  Prynne  originated  with  archbifhop  Laud,  who  on  a 
Sunday  morning  went  to  Noy,  the  attorney-general,  with  the  charges  againft 
him.  Prynne  had  inftigated  the  refentment  of  Laud  and  other  prelates  by 
his  writing  againft  arminianifm  aud  the  jurifdi&ion  of  the  bifhops,  and  by 

fome  prohibitions  he  had  moved  and  got  to  the  high  commiffion  court. - - 

Tantcene  animis  cceleftibus  irae.  Whitlocke’s  Memoirs,  p.  18.  Ed. 

f  Rufhworth,  vol.  ii.  part  2d,  p.  221. 

§  A  paffage  quoted  by  Dr.  Grey,  from  lord  Cottington1  s  fpeech,  at  the 
trial  of  Mr.  Prynne,  will  afford  a  fpecimen  of  the  fpirit  and  ftile  of  the 
Hiftriomaftix :  “  Our  Englifh  ladies,”  he  writes,  “  Ihorn  and  frizzled  ma- 
“  dams,  have  loft  their  modefty  ;  that  the  devil  is  only  honoured  in  dancing; 
“  that  they  that  frequent  plays  are  damned ;  and  fo  are  all  that  do  not  con- 
■c  cur  with  him,  in  his  opinion,  whores,  panders,  foul  incarnate  devils, 
“  Judas’s  to  their  Lord  and  Mafter.”  But  this  way  of  fpeaking  was  in  the 
tafte  of  the  times;  and  the  fpeech  of  lord  Dorfet'  given  above,  fhews  that 
nobleman  did  not  come  behind  him  in  feyere  and  foul  language.  Ed. 

to 
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io  pay  a  fine  of five  thoufand  pounds ,  and  to  fiujfer  perpetual  im- 
prifonment.  Remarkable  was  the  fpeech  of  the  earl  of  Dorfet 
on  this  occafion:  cc  Mr.  Prynne ,  (fays  he)  I  declare  you  to  be 
tc  a.  fchifm-maker  in  the  church,  a  fedinon-fower  in  thecom- 
“  monwealth,  a  wolf  in  fheep’s  clothing;  in  a  word,  omnium 
“  malorum  nequijfitmus.  I  fhall  fine  him  ten  thoufand  pounds, 
“  which  is  more  than  he  is  worth,  yet  lefs  than  he  deferves! 
“  I  will  not  fet  him  at  liberty,  no  more  than  a  plagued  man 
“  or  a  mad  dog,  who  though  he  can’t  bite  will  foam  :  he  is 
“  fo  far  from  being  a  focial  foul,  that  he  is  not  a  rational 
“  foul.  He  is  fit  to  live  in  dens  with  fuch  hearts  of  prey,  as 
“  wolves  and  tygers,  like  himfelf ;  therefore  I  condemn  hint 
“  to  perpetual  imprifonment ;  and  for  corporal  punifliment 
“  I  would  have  him  branded  in  the  forehead,  flit  in  the  nofe, 
“  and  have  his  ears  chopt  off.”*  A  fpeech  more  fit  for  an 
American  favage  than  an  Englifh  nobleman! 

A  few  months  after,  Dr.  Bafiwick ,  a  phyfician  at  Colchef- 
ter,  having  publiflied  a  book,  intitled  Elenchus  religionis  pa- 
pifiica ,  with  an  appendix,  called  Flagellum  pontificis  &  epifca- 
porum  Latialium ,  which  gave  offence  to  the  Englifh  bifhops, 
becaufe  it  denied  the  divine  right  of  the  order  of  bifhops 
above  prefbyters,  was  cited  before  the  high  comoiiffion,  who 
difcarded  him  from  his  profeflion,  [1634,]  excommunicated 
him,  fined  him  one  thoufand  pounds,  and  imprifoned  him  till 
he  recanted. | 

Mr.  Burton ,  B.  D.  minifter  cf  Frlday-rtreet,  having  pub- 
lifhed  two  exceptionable  fermons,  from  Prov.  xxiv.  21,  22, 
intitled,  For  God  and  the  King,  againft  the  late  innovations, 
had  his  houfe  and  ftudy  broke  open  by  a  ferjeant  at  arms, 
and  himfelf  committed  clofe  prifoner  to  the  Gatehoufe,  where 
he  was  confined  feveral  years. 

Thefe  terrible  proceedings  §  of  the  commiffi oners  made 
many  confcientious  non-conformifts  retire  with  their  families 


to 


*  Rufliworth,  vol.  ii.  part  2d,  p.  233,  240. 


T  Dr.  Grey9 s  remark  here  as  doing  credit  to  himfelf,  deferves  to  be 
quoted:  “  The  feverity  of  the  fentence,”  fays  thedoflor,  “  I  am  far  from 
i(  juftifying.”  Ed. 


§  ct  The  punifliment  of  thefe  men,  who  were  of  the  three  great  pro- 
f*  feftions,”  fays  Mr.  Granger,  “  was  ignominious  and  fevere :  Though 

!c  they 
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to  Holland  and  New-England,  for  fear  of  falling  into  the 
hands  of  men,  whofe  tender  mercies  were  cruelty . 

Among  others  who  went  over  this  year,  was  the  reverend 
and  learned  Mr.  John  Cotton ,  B.  D.  Fellow  of  Emanuel-col- 
lene,  Cambridge,  and  minifter  of  Boflon  in  Lincolnfliire, 
where  he  was  in  fuch  repute,  that  Dr.  Prejlon  and  others 
from  Cambridge  frequently  vifited  him  ;  he  was  an  admired 
preacher,  and  of  a  molt  meek  and  gentle  difpolition  :  he  be¬ 
came  a  non-cojifo.rmift  upon  this  principle,  That  no  church 
had  power  to  impofe  indifferent  ceremonies ,  not  commanded  by 
Chrifi ,  on  the  confciences  of  men .*  He  therefore  omitted  fome 
of  the  ceremonies,  and  adminiftered  the  facrament  to  fuch  as 
defired  it  without  kneeling;  for  which  he  was  informed 
againft  in  the  high  commiflion  ;  and  Laud  being  now  at  the 
head  of  affairs,  the  bifhop  of  Lincoln  his  diocefan  could  not 
protect  him.  Mr.  Cotton  applied  to  the  earl  of  Dorfet  for  his 
intereft  with  the  archbifhop,  but  the  earl  fent  him  word,  that 
if  he  had  been  guilty  of  drunkennefs ,  uncleannefs ,  or  any  fuch 
leffer  fault,  he  could  have  got  his  pardon ,  but  the  fin  of  puri- 
tanifm  and  non-conformity  (fays  his  lordfhip)  is  unpardonable , 
and  therefore  you  muft  fly  for  your  fafety.  Upon  this  he  tra¬ 
velled  to  London  in  difguife,  and  took  paflage  for  New- 
England,  where  he  arrived  Sept.  3,  1633,  an<^  fpent  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  his  days,  to  the  year  1652. 

Mr.  John  Davenport ,  B.  D.  and  vicar  of  Coleman-ftreet* 
London,  refigned  his  living,  and  retired  to  Holland  this  fum- 
mer,  1 633.L  He  had  fallen  under  the  refentments  of  his 
diocefan  bifhop  Land ,  for  being  concerned  in  til c  feoffments, 
which,  together  with  fome  notices  he  received  of  being  pro- 
fecuted  for  non-conformity,  induced  him  to  embark  for  Am- 


“  they  were  never  obje&sof  efteem,  they  foon  became  objects  of  pity. 
“  1  he  indignity  and  feverity  of  their  punifhment  gave  general  offence  ; 
g  and  they  were  no  longer  regarded  as  criminals,  but  conreffors.”  While 
thefe  profecutions  were  carried  on  with  unrelenting  feverity,  Cho<iv?:ey,  a 
fierce  papift,  who  wrote  a  book  in  defence  of  the  popifti  religion,  and  of  the 
church  of  Rome,  averring  it  to  be  the  true  church,  was  not  only  not  pu- 
nifhed,  or  even  (|ueftioned  for  his  performance  ;  but  was  permitted  to  dedi¬ 
cate  it  to  the  archbifhop,  and  it  was  favoured  with  his  patronage. 

Granger's  Biogr.  Hill.  vol.  ii.  p.  192;  and 
Whitlocke’s  Memoirs,  p.  21 1.  Ed. 


*  Mathers  Hift.  N.  E.  b.iii.  p.  1 8,  &c. 


f  Ibid.  b.  iii  p.  92. 
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fterdain,  where  he  continued  about  three  years,  and  then 
returning  to  England,  he  Ihipped  himfelf  with  fome  other 
families  for  New-England,  where  he  began  the  fettlement  of 
New-Haven  in  the  year  1637.  He  was  a  good  fcholar, 
and  an  admired  preacher,  but  underwent  great  hardiliips  in 
the  infant  colony,  with  whom  he  continued  till  about  the 
year  1670,  when  he  died. 

1  he  reverend  Mr.  7  homas  Hooker,  fellow  of  Emanuel- 
college,  Cambridge,  and  lecturer  of  Chelmsford  in  Effex, 
alter  four  years  exercile  of  his  min ii try,  was  obliged  to  lay 
it  down  for  non-conformity,  though  47  conformable  mini- 
fters  in  the  neighbourhood  fubfcribed  a  petition  to  the  bifltop 
\LamT\  in  which  they  declare,  that  Mr.  Hooker  was  for  doc- 
ti  hie  01  tbcdox,  for  life  and  coiiverfcition.  honejl ,  for  difpofitlcn 
peaceable,  and  in  no  wife  turbulent  or  factious.*  Notwith- 
ftanding  which  he  was  filenccd  by  the  fpiritual  court,  1630, 
and  bound  in  a  recognizance  of  fifty  pounds  to  appear  before 
the  high  commiffion  ;  but  by  the  advice  of  his  friends,  he 
forfeited  his  recognizance  and  fled  to  Holland;  here  he  con¬ 
tinued  about  two  years  fellow-labourer  with  old  Mr.  Forbes 
a  Scotfman  at  Delft,  from  whence  he  was  called  to  affilt  Dr. 
Ames  at  Rotterdam,  upon  whofe  death  he  returned  to  Eng¬ 
land,  and  being  purfued  by  the  hilltop’s  officers  from  place 
to  place,  he  embarked  this  fummer  for  New-England,  and 
fettled  with  his  friends  upon  the  banks  of  Connecticut  River, 
where  he  died  in  the  year  1 647.  He  was  an  awakening 
preacher,  and  a  confiderable  practical  writer,  as  appears  by  his 
books  of  Preparation  for  Chrift ,  contrition ,  humiliation,  &c. 

The  reverend  and  learned  Dr.  William  Ames,  educated  at 
Cambridge,  under  the  famous  Mr.  Perkins,  fled  from  the 
perfecution  of  archbilhop  Bancroft,  and  became  minifler  of 
the  Engliilt  church  at  the  Hague,  from  whence  he  was  in¬ 
vited  by  the  Hates  of  Friefland  to  the  divinity  chair  in  the 
univerfity  of  Franeker,  which  he  filled  with  univerfal  reputa¬ 
tion  for  twelve  years.  He  was  in  the  fynod  of  Dort,  and 
informed  king  James’s,  ambaflfador  at  the  Hague,  from  time 
to  time,  of  the  debates  of  that  venerable  affembly.  He 
wrote  feveral  treatifes  in  Latin  aganift  the  Arminians,  which, 
for  their  concifenefs  and  perfpicuity,  were  not  equalled  by 

*  Mather’s  Hill.  N.  E,  b,.  iii.  p.  60. 
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any  of  his  time.  His  other  works  are,  Manuduclio  Logic  a  i 
Medulla  Theologies ,  Cafes  of  Confcience ,  Analyfis  on  the  Book 
of  Pfahns ,  Ak/er  on  the  jirjl  and  fecond  EpiJUes  of  Peter •, 
upon  the  Catechijlical  heads .  After  twelve  years  Dr.  Ames 
refigned  his  profelforfhip,  and  accepted  of  an  invitation  to 
the  Englifli  congregation  at  Rotterdam,  the  air  of  Franeker 
being  too  fharp  lor  him,  he  being  troubled  with  fuch  a  dif¬ 
ficulty  of  breathing,  that  he  concluded  every  winter  would 
be  Ins  laid;  befides,  he  had  a  defire  to  be  employed  in  the 
delightful  work  of  preaching  to  his  own  countrymen,  which 
he  had  dilufed  for  many  years.  Upon  his  removal  to  Rot¬ 
terdam  he  wrote  his  frejh  fait  againjl  ceremonies ;  but  his 
conftitution  was  fo  {battered,  that  the  air  of  Holland  did  him 
no  lervice;  upon  which  lie  determined  to  remove  to  New- 
England,  but  his  afthma  returning  at  the  beginning  of  the 
winter  before  he  failed,  put  an  end  to  his  life  at  Rotterdam, 
where  lie  was  buried  Nov.  14,  N.  S.  16^.  Next  fpring 
his  wife  and  children  embarked  for  New-England,  and  car¬ 
ried  With  them  his  valuable  library  of  books,  which  was  a. 
rich  treafure  to  the  country  at  that  time.  The  doctor  was  a 
•very  learned  divine,  a  ftrift  calvinift  in  doftrine,  and  of  the 
perfuafion  of  the  independents ,  with  regard  to  the  fubordi- 
nation  and  power  of  chides  and  fynods.* 

1  e^'ud'  being  now  chancellor  of  the  univerfity 
of  Duohn,  and  having  a  new  vice-chancellor  [~ Wentworth ] 
difpofed  to  ferve  the  purpofes  of  the  prerogative,  turned  his 
thoughts  againft  the  calvinifts  of  that  kingdom,  refolving  to 
bring  the  church  of  Ireland  to  adopt  the  articles  of  the 
church  of  England.  Archbishop  UJher,  and  feme  of  his  bre- 
thien,  bung  informed  of  the  deiign,  moved  in  convocation, 
that  their  own  articles,  ratified  by  king  James  in  the  year 
1615,  might  be  confirmed;  but  the  motion  was  rejected, 

*  He  filled  the  divinity  chair  with  admirable  abilities.  His  fame  was  fo 
great,  that  many  came  from  remote  nations  to  be  educated  under  him  In 
“  an  I11  (Ion cal  and  critical  account  of  Hugh  Peters  ,”  London,  17c,,  is  a 
quotation  from  a  piece  of  his  in  tiiefe  words:  “  Learned  Amcjius  breathed 
Ins  lair  breath  into  my  bofom,  who  left  his  profcfforfhip  in  Frizcland  to 
live  with  me,  becaufe  of  my  church’s  independency  at  Rotterdam.  He 

“  was  my  colleague,  and  chofen  brother  to  the  church,  where  I  was  an 
“  unworthy  pallor.” 

Granger’s  Hiltory  of  England,  vol.ii.  p.  198-9,  8vo.  F.i>. 

becaufe 
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becaufe  it  was  faid,  they  were  already  fortified  with  all  the 
authority  the  church  could  give  them,  and  that  a  further 
confirmation  would  imply  a  defe&.  It  was  then  moved  on 
the  other  fide,  that  for  filencing  the  popifh  objections  of  a 
difagreement  among  proteftants,  a  canon  fhould  be  paffed 
for  approving  the  articles  of  the  church  of  England,  which 
was  done  only  with  one  diffenting  voice;  one  calvinift  (fays 
Mr.  Collyer )  having  looked  deeper  into  the  matter  than 
the  reft. 

The  canon  was  in  thefe  words:  “  For  the  manifeftation 
€C  of  our  agreement  with  the  church  of  England,  in  the  con- 
“  feffion  of  the  fame  chriftian  faith  and  doCtrine  of  the  facra- 
€C  ment,  we  do  receive  and  approve  the  book  of  articles 
cc  of  religion,  agreed  upon  by  the  archbifhops  and  bifhops, 
<c  &c.  in  the  year  1562,  for  the  avoiding  diverfity  of  opi- 
“  nions,  and  for  eftablifliing  confent  touching  true  religion ; 
“  and  therefore  if  any  hereafter  {hall  affirm,  that  any  of 
“  thefe  articles  are  in  any  part  fuperftitious  or  erroneous,  or 
cc  fuch  as  he  may  not  with  a  good  confcience  fubfcribe  unto, 
“  let  him  be  excommunicated.”*' 

The  Irifh  bifhops  thought  they  had  loft  nothing  by  this 
canon,  becaufe  they  had  faved  their  own  articles ,  but  Laud 
took  advantage  of  it  during  the  time  of  his  chancellorfhip ; 
for  hereby  the  church  of  Ireland  denounced  the  fentence  of 
excommunication  againft  all  that  affirmed  any  of  the  thirty- 
nine  articles  to  be  fuperftitious  or  erroneous,  that  is,  againft 
the  whole  body  of  the  puritans;  and  Fuller f  adds,  that  their 
own  articles,  which  condemned  arminianifm,  and  maintained 
the  morality  of  the  fabbath,  were  utterly  excluded. 

This  fummer  the  reverend  Mr.  Thomas  Sheppard ,  M.  A. 
fled  to  New-England.  He  had  been  lefturer  at  EarFs-CoIn 
in  Eflex  feveral  years,  but  when  Laud  became  bifhop  of 
London  his  lefture  was  put  down,  and  himfelf  filenced ;  he 
then  retired  into  the  family  of  a  private  gentleman,  but  the 
bifhop’s  officers  following  him  thither,  he  travelled  into 
Yorkfhire,  where  Neile  archbifhop  of  that  province  com¬ 
manded  him  to  fubfcribe  or  depart  the  country;  upon  this 
he  went  to  Hedon  in  Northumberland,  where  his  labours 

*  Bib,  Reg,  §.  13,  No,  13.  f  Church  Hift.  b.  xL  p.  149. 

were 
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were  profpered  to  the  conv.erfion  of  fome  fouls ;  but  the 
bifliop  of  Durham,  by  the  direction  of  archbifhop  Land , 
forbad  his  preaching  in  any  part  of  his  diocefe,  which  obliged 
him  to  take  (hipping  at  Y  armouth  for  New-England ;  here  he 
continued  pallor  of  the  church  at  Cambridge  till  his  death, 
which  happened  Aug.  25,  1649,  in  the  forty-fourth  year  of 
his  age.*  He  was  a  hard  (Indent,  an  exemplary  chriilian,  and 
an  eminent  practical  writer,  as  appears  by  his  Sincere  Con¬ 
vert*,  and  other  praftical  works  that  go  under  his  name. 

The  reverend  Mr.  John  Norton  went  over  in  the  fame 
fliip  with  Mr.  Sheppard ,f  being  driven  out  of  Hertford (hire 
by  the  feverity  of  the  times.  He  fettled  at  Ipfwich  in  New- 
England,  and  was  afterwards  removed  to  Bolton,  where  he 
died  in  the  year  1665.  Mr.  Fuller  fays,  he  was  a  divine  of 
no  lefs  learning  than  modefty,  as  appears  fufficiently  by  his 
numerous  writings. 

O 

His  grace  of  Canterbury,  having  made  fome  powerful 
efforts  to  bring  the  chuixhes  of  Scotland  and  Ireland  to  an 
uniformity  with  England,  refolved,  in  his  metropolitical  vifi- 
tation  this  fummer,  to  reduce  the  Dutch  and  French  churches 
(which  were  ten  in  number,  having  between  five  and  fix 
thoufand  communicants)  to  the  fame  conformity ;  for  this 
pufpofe  he  tendered  them  thefe  three  articles  of  enquiry. 

1.  “  Whether  do  you  life  the  Dutch  or  French  liturgy? 

§  ,  2.  u  Of  how  many  defeents  are  you  fince  you  came  into 
cc  England? 

o 

3.  “  Do  fuch  as  are  born  here  in  England  conform  to 
“  the  Englifh  ceremonies?” 

The  minifters  and  elders  demurred  upon  thefe  queflions, 
and  infifted  upon  their  charter  of  privileges  granted  by  king 
Edward  VI.  and  confirmed  no  lefs  than  five  times  in  the 
reign  of  king  James,  and  twice  by  king  Charles  himfelf,  by 
virtue  of  which  they  had  been  exempt  from  all  archiepif- 
copal  and  epifcopal  jurifdi&ion  till  this  time ;  yet  Laud , 
without  any  regard  to  their  charter,  fent  them  the  two  fol¬ 
lowing  injunctions  by  his  vicar-general. 

1.  “  That  all  that  were  born  in  England  of  the  Dutch 
“  and  Walloon  congregations,  fhould  repair  to  their  parifii 
sc  churches. 


*  Mather’s  Hilt,  of  New  England,  b.  iii.  p.  86.  &c. 
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44  2i’  I  hat  thole  wlio  were  not  natives,  but  came  from 

44  rr  °a,d’ w  11  e  they  remained  Grangers,  might  ufe  their  own 
dilciphne  as  formerly.”  ' 

.  In  }^.is  emergence  the  Dutch  and  Walloon  churches  peti- 
tionea  oi  a  to; oration ,  and  (hewed  the  inconveniences  that 
would,  arife  from  the  archbifliop’s  injunctions ;  as,  that  if 
all  their  children  born  in  England  were  taken  from  their 
communion,  their  churches  muff  break  up  and  return  home; 
lor  as  they  came  into  England  ,  for  the  liberty  of  their  con- 
uciices,  they  would  not  continue  here  after  it  was  taken 
10m  them.*  Eliey  defired  therefore  it  might  he  confidered 
what  damages  would  arife  to  the  kingdom  by  driving  away 
the  foreigners  with,  their,  manufaftures,  and  difeotirao-ing 
otieis  from  fettling  in  their  room.  The  mayor  and  corpo¬ 
ration  of  Canterbury  allured  his  grace,  that  above  twelve 
hundred  of  their  poor  were  maintained  by  the  foreigners, 
and  others  interceded  with  the  king  in  their  favour";  but 
his  majeity  an  I  we  red,  We  muft  believe  our  archbifhop  of  Can¬ 
terbury,  who  ufed  their  deputies  very  roughly,  calling  them 
a  neft  of  fchifmatics,  and  telling  them  it  were  better  to  have 
no  foieign  churches,  than  to  indulge  their  non-conformity. 
In  conclufion,  he  allured  them  by  a  letter  dated  Aug.  19, 
-*^35?  that  Ins  majefty  was  refolved  his  injunctions  fliould  be 
obferved,  viz.  That  all  their  children  of  the  fecond  defeent 
hoi  n  in  England ,  fhould  refort  to  their  parifh  churches  f  and 
(fays  his  g?  ace')  I  do  expect  all  obedience  and  conformity 
from  you,  and  if  you  refufe,  I  (hall  proceed  again!!  the  na¬ 
tives.  according  to  the  laws  and  canons  ecclefiaftical.  Ac¬ 
cordingly  fome  of  their  churches  were  interdicted,  others 
fnut  up,  and  the  alfemblies  dilfolved;  their  minifters  being 
fufpended,  many  of  their  people  left  the  kingdom,  efpecially 
in  the  diocefe  of  Norwich,  where  bifliop  Wren  drove  away 
three  thoufand  manufacturers  in  wool,  cloth,  &x.  fome  of 

It  is  faid  that  Richelieu  made  the  rollowingTpeech  on  this  exacted  con¬ 
formity:^  t(  If  a  king  of  England,  who  is  a  protefhmt,  will  not  permit  two 
difeiplines  in  his  kingdom,  why  fhould  a  king  of  France,  who  is  a  papift, 
^dmit  two  religions  r”  Mrs.  Macaulay’s  Eliftory  of  England,  voi.  ii. 
p.  145,  note.  8vo.  Ed. 

t  Rulhworth,  vol.  ii.  part  2d,  p.  273. 
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Whom  employed  a  hundred  poor  people  at  work;  to  the 
unfpeakable  damage  of  the  kingdom.  g 

As  a  farther  mark  of  difregard  to  the  foreign  proteftants, 
the  king’s  ambaffador  in  France  was  forbid  to  frequent  their 
religious  affemblies.  “  It  had  been  cuftomary  (fays  lord 
“  Clarendon)  for  the  ambaffadors  employed  in  any  parts 
cc  where  the  reformed  religion  was  exercifed,  to  frequent 
“  their  churches,  and  to  hold  correspondence  with  the  molt 
powerful  perfons  of  that  religion,  particularly  the  Englifh 
ambaffadors  at  Paris  conftantly  frequented  the  church  at 
Charenton  ;  but  the  contrary  to  this  was  now  praftifed, 
“  and  fome  advenifements,  if  not  inftruftions,  given  to  the 
ambaffador,  to  forbear  any  commerce  with  the  men  of  that 
religion.  Lord  Scudamore ,  who  was  the  laft  ambaffador 
before  the  beginning  of  the  long  parliament,  inftead  of 
going  to  Charenton ,  furnifhed  his  chapel  after  the  new 
fafhion,  with  candles  upon  the  altar,  &c.  and  took  care 
to  publilh  upon  all  occafions,  that  the  church  of  England 
looked,  not  on  the  hugonots  as  apart  of  their  communion ;  which 
was  likewife  induftrioufiy  difcourfed  at  home.  This  made 
a  great  many  foreign  proteflants  leave  the  kingdom,  and 
tranfport  themfelves  into  foreign  parts.”  The  church  of 
England  by  this  means  loft  the  efteem  of  the  reformed 
churches  abroad,  who  could  hardly  pity  her,  when  a  few 
years  after  (lie  funk  down  into  the  deepeft  diftrefs. 

To  give  another  inftance  of  the  archbifliop’s  difaffeftion 
to  the  foreign  proteflants,  the  queen  of  Bohemia ,  the  king’s 
filler,  folicited  the  king  in  the  mod  preffmg  manner,  to  admit 
of  a  publick  cohesion  over  England  for  the  poor  peffecuted 
miniflers  of  che  palatinate,  who  were  baniflied  their  country 
for  their  religion.  Accordingly  the  king  granted  them  a 
brief  to  go  through  the  kingdom;  but  when  it  was  brought 
to  the  archbifhop  he  'excepted  againft  the  following  claufe:* 
Whofe  cafes  are  the  more  to  be  deplored ,  becaufe  this  extremity 
is  fallen  upon  them  for  their  fincerity  and  conflancy  in  the 

TRUE  RELIGION,  WHICH  WE  TOGETHER  WITH  THEM  PRO- 

1 

fessed,  and  which  we  are  all  bound  in  confcience  to  maintain 
to  the  utmojl  of  our  powers .  Whereas  thefe  religious  and  godly 

*  Cvp,  Ang.  Collyer,  vol,  ii.  p.  764-5  * 
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petfons ,  being  involved  among  others  their  countrymen ,  might 
have  enjoyed  their  ejlates  and  fortunes ,  if  with  other  back - 
jhders  in  the  times  of  trial  they  would  have  fubmitted  them - 
Jcluis  to  the  Antichristian  yoke,  t/77e/  have  renounced  or 
difjembled  the  profejfion  of  their  religion.  His  had  two 
exceptions  to  this  paffiige  :  i .  «  The  religion  of  the  palatim 
churches  is  affirmed  to  be  the  fame  with  ours,  which  he  de 
nied,  becaufe  they  were  calvimfts,  and  becaufe  their  minifters 
had  not  epifcopal  ordination.  2.  He  objected  to  the  church 
of  R  ome  s  being  called  an  antichrijlian  yoke ,  becaufe  it  would 
then  follow,  that  (he  was  in  no  capacity  to  convey  (acerdotal 
power  in  ordinations,  and  confequently  the  benefit  of  the 
piieithood,  and  tne  force  of  holy  miniffrations,  would  be  loft 
in  the  Engl  fill  cliurcli,  forafmuch  as  (he  has  no  orders  but 
what  file  derives  from  the  church  of  Rome.  Laud  having- 
acquainted  the  king  with  his  exceptions,  they  were  expunged 
m  another  draught.  But  the  collection  not  fucceeding  in 
this  way,  Dr.  Sibbes ,  Gouge ,  and  other  divines  of  the  puritan 
paity,  figned  a  private  recommendatory  letter,  defiring  their 
friends  to  enlarge  their  charity,  as  to  men  of  the  fame  faith 
and  profejfion  with  themfelves ,  and  promifing  to  fee  to  the 
right  diftribution  of  the  money;  but  as  foon  as  Laud  heard 
of  it,  he  cited  the  divines  before  the  high  commiffion,  and 
put  a  ftop  to  the  colle&ion. 

1  his  year  [  1 634]  put  an  end  to  the  life  of  the  reverend  Mr. 
Hugh  Clarke, horn  at  Burton mpon-Trent,  1563,  and  educated 
partly  at  Cambridge,  and  partly  at  Oxford.  He  was  firft 
minifter  of  Oundle  in  Northamptonfhire,  and  then  of  Wool- 
lion  in  Warwickfhire,  from  whence  he  was  fufpended,  and 
afterwards  excommunicated,  for  expounding  upon  the  cate- 
chifm.  At  length  he  was  indifted  for  high  treafon,  becaufe 
he  had  prayed,  that  God  would  forgive  the  queen  [Elizabeth  J 
her fins  *  but  was  acquitted.  He  was  an  awakening  preacher, 

of 

*  Here  bifhop  W arburton  cenfures  Mr.  Neal  as  guilty  of  cc  an  unfair  re~ 
se  prefentation.”  His  lordfnip  adds,  that  they  were  theiins  of  perfecu- 
“  ting  the  holy  difeipline  which  he  prayed  for  the  remiffion  of ;  and  that, 
“  reflecting  on  her  adminiflration,  was  the  thing  which  gave  offence.”  The 
bifhop  is  certainly  right  in  this  conftruCtion  of  Mr.  Clarke' s  prayer ;  but 
there  is  no  occafion,  methinks,  for  the  charge  he  brings  againit  Mr.  Neal, 
who  does  not  refer  the  expreflion,  nor  infinuate  that  it  was  to  be  referred,  to 

the 
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of  a  warm  fpirit,  and  a  robuft  conftitution,  which  he  wore 
out  with  preaching  twTice  every  Lord’s-day,  and  frequently 
on  the  week  clays.  His  miniftry  met  with  great  fuccefs  even 
to  his  death,  which  happened  Nov.  6th,  1 634,  in  the  feventy- 
fecond  year  of  his  age.* 

About  the  fame  time  died  the  reverend  arid  pious  Mr. 
'John  Carter ,  a  man  that  feared  God  from  his  youth,  and 
was  always  employed  io  acts  of  devotion  and  charity.  He 
was  born  in  Kent,  15  54,  and  educated  in  Cl  are-hall,  Cam¬ 
bridge.  He  was  firft  minifter  of  Bramford  in  Suffolk  for 
thirty-four  years,  and  then  reftor  of  Bedhead  in  the  fame 
county;  and  though  often  in  trouble  for  his  non-conformity, 
he  made  a  drift,  by  the  afliicance  of  friends,  to  maintain  his 
liberty  without  any  fmfui  compliance.  He  was  mighty  in 
prayer,  frequent  and  fervent  in  preaching,  and  a  refolute 
champion  againft  popery,  arminianifm,  and  the  new  cere¬ 
monies.  He  lived  to  a  good  old  age,  and  died  fuddenly,  as 
he  was  laying  down  to  deep,  in  the  eightieth  year  of  his  age, 
greatly  lamented  by  all  who  had  a  tafte  of  practical  religion 
and  undiflembled  piety.-}-  His  funeral  fermon  was  preached 
before  a  vaft  concourfe  of  people  from  thefe  words,  My  fa¬ 
ther,  my  father ,  the  chariots  of  Ifrael ,  and  the  horfemen  thereof! 

Conformity  to  the  new  ceremonies  and  the  king’s  injunc¬ 
tions  was  now  prefled  with  the  ntrnofl  rigour.  The  reverend 
Mr.  Crook ,  of  Brazen-Nofe  college,  and  Mr.  Hobbes ,  of  Tri¬ 
nity  college,  Oxford,  were  enjoined  a  publick  recantation 
for  reflefting  upon  the  arminians . 

Mr.  Samuel  Ward ,  of  Ipfwich,  having  preached  againfl 
the  book  of  fports,  and  bowing  at  the  name  of  Jefus,  added, 
that  the  church  of  England  was  ready  to  ring  changes  in  reli - 


the  perfonal  vices  of  the  queen  ;  but  rather  the  contrary;  for  he  fpeaks  of  it 
as.  the  ground  on  which  Mr.  Clarke  was  indided  for  high  treafon.  He 
might  well  fuppofe,  that  his  reader  would  underhand  the  language  as  point¬ 
ing  to  the  oppreffions  of  her  government,  and  the  fe  verities  which  the  pu¬ 
ritans  buffered  under  it.  This  would  have  been  pcrfedly  clear,  had  Mr. 
Neal  added  from  his  author,  that  this  prayer,  though  in  modeft  expreflions, 

was  _  offered  up,  when  the  perfecution  of  the  non-conformifts  '  was  be* 
goming  hot.  Ed. 

♦ 

*  Clarke’s  Lives  annexed  to  his  general  martyrolqgy,  p,  127. 

t  Ut  fupra,  p.  133. 
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£lon’  an‘t  that  the  gofpel  Jlocd  a  tip -toe,  ready  to  he  gone  to 
America.'*  For  which  he  was  fufpended,  and  enjoined  a 
pubuck  recantation.  Another  underwent  the  fame  cenfure, 
for  laying,  it  was  fufpicious  that  the  night  was  approaching, 
becaufe  the  Jhadows  were  fo  much  longer  than  the  body ,  and 
ceremonies  more  in  force  than  the  power  of  god! in  efu 
■  The  reverend  Mr.  Chauncey,  late  minifter  of  Ware,  but 
no\»  of  Mai fton-Lawrence,  m  the  diocefe  ot  Peterborough, 
was  imprifoned,  condemned  in  cofts  of  fuit,  and  obliged  to 
read  the  following  recantation,  for  oppofmg  the  railing  in 
the  communion-table : 


C£  WHEREAS  I  Charles  Chauncey ,  clerk,  late  vicar  of 
4C  Ware,  hand  convifted  for  oppofmg  the  fetting  up  a  rail 
cc  round  the  communion-table,  and  for  faying  it  was  an  inno- 
vation,  a  fnare  to  men’s  confciences,  a  breach  of  the  fecond 
“  commandment,  an  addition  to  God’s  worfhip,  and  that 
“  which  drove  me  from  the  place,  I  do  now,  before  this  ho- 
cc  nourable  court,  acknowledge  my  great  offence,  and  proteft 
“  I  am  ready  to  declare  upon  oath,  that  I  am  now  perfuaded 
in  my  confcience,  that  kneeling  at  the  communion  is  alaw- 
“  ful  and  commendable  gefture  ;  ^  that  the  rail  is  a  decent  and 
“  convenient  ornament,  and  that  I  was  much  to  blame  for 
oppofmg  it;  and  do  promife  from  henceforth,  never  by 
cc  word  or  deed  to  oppofe  that,  or  any  other  laudable  rites 
“  and  ceremonies  ufed  in  the  church  of  England.”! 

After  this  he  was  judicially  admonifhed  and  difeharged; 
but  the  recantation  went  fo  much  againff  his  confcience,  that 
he  could  enjoy  no  peace  till  he  had  quitted  the  church  of 
England,  and  retired  to  New-England,  where  he  made  an 
open  acknowledgment  of  his  fin. 

Ehe  churchwardens  ofBeckington  in  Somerfetfhire  were 
excommunicated  by  the  bifhop  of  Bath  and  Wells,  for  re- 
fufing  to  remove  the  communion-table  from  the  middle  of 
the  chancel  to  the  eaft  end,  and  not  pulling  down  the  feats 
to  make  room  for  it.  They  produced  a  certificate,  that 
their  communion-table  had  flood  time  out  of  mind  in  the 


*  Rufhwojth,  vol.  ii.  part  2d,  p.  285.  Prynne,  p.  285. 
t  Prynne,  p.  95,  97,  100,  Rufhworth,  vol.  ii.  part  2d,  p.  301,  316. 

midfl 


r 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


CHAP.  V.  OF  THE  PURITANS.  263 

midft  of  the  chancel;  that  the  ground  on  which  it  was  placed 
was  railed  a  foot,  and  inclofed  with  a  decent  wainfcot  bor¬ 
der,  and  that  none  went  within  it  but  the  minilter,  and  fuch 
ais  he  required.  This  not  availing,  they  appealed  to  the 
arches ,  and  at  lalt  to  the  king;  but  their  appeal  was  re¬ 
jected.  After  they  had  remained  excommunicated  for  a 
year,  they  were  call  into  the  common  jail,  where  they  con¬ 
tinued  till  the  year  1637,  and  were  then  obliged  to  do  pub- 
lick  penance  in  the  parifh  church  of  Reckington,  and  two 
others,  the  lhame  of  which  broke  their  hearts;  one  of  them 
declaring  upon  his  death-bed  foon  after,  that  the  penance 
and  fubmiffion,  fo  much  againfl  his  confcience,  had  funk  his 
lpiiits,  and  was  one  principal  caufe  of  Ins  death.* 

In  the  archbifhop’s  metropolitical  vifitation  this  fummer, 
Mr.  Lee ,  one  of  the  prebendaries  of  Litchfield,  was  fuf- 
pended,  for  churching  refraftory  women  in  private,  for  being 
averfe  to  the  good  orders  of  the  church,  and  for  ordering 
the  bell-man  to  give  notice  in  open  market  of  a  fermon. | 
Mr.  Randal ,  of  Tuddington,  near  Hampton-court,  Middle- 
fex,  was  fufpended  for  preaching  a  fermon  above  an  hour 
long  on  Sunday  in  the  afternoon,  though  it  was  a  farewell 
fermon  to  the  exercife  of  catechizing.  His  grace's  account 
of  his  province  this  year  gives  a  farther  relation*  of  the  buf¬ 
ferings  of  the  puritans: ||  He  acquaints  his  majeffy,  that  the 
French  and  Dutch  churches  had  not  as  yet  thoroughly  com¬ 
plied  with  his  injunctions. - That  in  the  diocefe  of  Lon¬ 

don,  Dr.  Houghton ,  rector  of  Aldermanbury,  Mr.  Simpfon , 
curate  and  lecturer  of  St.  Margaret  Fifli-ftreet,  Mr.  John 
Goodvjini  vicar  of  Coleman-flreet,  and  Mr.  Viner ,  of  St.  Law¬ 
rence  Old-Jewry,  had  been  convened  for  breach  of  canons, 
and  had  Tubmittcd;  to  whom  his  grace  might  have  added 
Dr.  Sibbes,  Dr.  Taylor ,  Dr.  G  ouge ,  Mr.  White ,  of  Dorfet- 
fhire,  and  about  twenty  more  ;  fome  of  whom  fled  into  Hol¬ 
land,  and  others  retired  into  New-England.  The  bifliop  of 
Rath  and  Wells  certified,  that  he  had  not  one  Angle  lecture 
in  any  corporation  town,  and  that  all  afternoon  fermons  were 
turned  into  catechizings  in  all  parifhes.— In  the  diocefe  of 


*  Rafhworth,  vol.  ii.  part  2d,  p.  300.  f  Prynne,  p.  381 

||  Collyer’s  Ecclef.  Hilt,  vol.  ii.  p#  763. 
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Norwich  were  many  puritans,  but  that  Mr.  Ward  of  Yar- 

3iTU7wa^m  H  Ugh-coinmiffion. - From  the  diocefe  of 

Fiandatt,  Mr.  Wroth  and  Mr.  Earhury ,  two  noted  fchifma- 
tiCKs,  were  brought  before  the  high-commiffion. - And 

t'ia.  m  tne  diocefe  of  Gloucefter,  were  feveral  popular  and 
tacbous  minijflers. 

It  mult  be  confefied,  that  the  zeal  of  the  puritans  was  not 
always  well-regulated;  nor  were  their  minifters  fo  much  on 
taeii  guard  in  the  pulpit  or  converfation  as  they  ought,  cen¬ 
tering  the  number  of  informers  that  entered  "all  their 
churches,  that  infinuated  themfelves  into  all  publick  conver- 
fatton,  and  like  fo  many  locufts,  covered  the  land.  Thefe 
weih.  fo  numeious  and  corrupt,  that  the  king  was  obliged  to 
bring  them  under  certain  regulations;  for  no  man  was  fafe 
in  publick  company,  nor  even  in  converfing  with  his  friends 
and  neighbours.  Many  broke  up  houfe-keeping,  that  they 
might  breathe  in  a  freer  air;  which  the  council  being  in¬ 
formed  ol,  a  proclamation  was  publifhed,  [~]uly  21,  1635]] 
foi binding  all  perfons,  except  foldiers,  mariners,  merchants, 
and  tneii  factors,  to  depart  the  kingdom  without  his  ma- 
jefty’s  licence. 

A  no<L^  itiiflanaing  this  prohibition,  numbers  went  to 
New-England  this  fummer  y  and  among  others  the  reverend 
Mr.  Peter  Bulk  ley,  B.  D.  and  fellow  of  St.  John’s  college, 
Cambridge.  He  was  fon  of  Dr.  Edward  Bulkley ,  of  Bed- 
foidfhne,  and  iucceeded  him  at  Woodhill  or  Odel  in  hat 
county.  Here  he  continued  above  twenty  years,  the  bifliop 
of  Lincoln  conniving  at  his  non-conformity:  But  when  Dr. 
Laid  was  at  the  helm  of  the  church,  and  the  bifliop  of  Lin¬ 
coln  in  difgrace,  Bulkley  was  filenced  by  the  vicar-general  Sir 
Nathaniel  Brent ;  upon  which  he  fold  a  very  plentiful  eftatc, 
and  tranfported  himfelf  and  his  effe&s  to  New-England, 
where  he  died  in  the  year  1658-9,  and  the  feventy-feventh 
or  his  age.  He  was  a  thundering  preacher,  and  a  judicious 
divine,  as  appears  by  his  treatife  of  the  Covenant ,  which  paflfed 
through  feveral  editions,  and  was  one  of  the  firft  books  pub- 
liflied  in  that  country.* 

ivtr.  Richard  Mather ,  educated  in  Brazen-Nofe  college, 
Qxon,  and  minifler  of  Toxteth  near  Liverpool  for  about 

#  fHpin*  yol.  ii.  p.  394,  folio  edit. 
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fifteen  years,  a  diligent  and  fuccefsful  preacher,  was  fufpentled 
for  non-conformity  in  the  year  1633,  but  by  ,the  interceffion 
of  friends,  after  fix  months  he  was  reftored.  Next  fummer 
the  archbifhop  of  Turk  fending  his  vifitors  into  Lancaffiire, 
this  good  man  was  again  fufpended  by  I)r.  Cojins,  upon  an 
information  that  he  had  not  worn  the  furplice  for  fifteen 
years.  After  this,  no  interceffion  could  obtain  the  liberty 
of  his  minifiry;  upon  which  he  took  {hipping  at  Briftol, 
and  arrived  at  Boilon  in  New-Itnglanu,  Augult  17,  1635* 
He  fettled  at  Dorchefter,  and  continued  with  his  people,  a 
plain  and  profitable  preacher  to  the  year  1669,  when  he  died. 
This  was  the  grandfather  of  the  famous  Dr.  Cotton  Mather . 

In  Scotland  the  fire  was  kindling  apace,  which  in  three 
years  time  fet  both  kingdoms  in  a  flame.  The  refloring 
euifcopacy  by  the  violent  methods  already  mentioned,  did 
not  fit  eafy  upon  the  people;  the  new  Scots  hilltops  were  of 
bifhop  Laud’ s  principles;  they  fpoke  very  favourably  of 
popery  in  their  fermons,  and  cad  feme  invidious  reflections 
on  the  reformers:  They  declared  openly  for  the  doctrines  of 
Arminius ;  forfports  on  the  fabbath;  and  for  the  liturgy  of 
the  Englifli  churchy  which  was  imagined  to  be  little  better 
than  the  mafs.#  This  loft  them  their  efieem  with  the  people, 
who  had  been  trained  up  in  the  doctrines  and  difeipline  of 
Calvin ,  and  in  the  ftrift  obfervation  of  the  Lord’s-day.  But 
the  king,  to  fupport  them,clierifhed  them  with  expreflions  of 
the  greatefl  refpeft  and  confidence;  he  made  eleven  of  them 
privy-counfellors;  the  archbifhop  of  St.  Andrews  was  lord- 
chancellor,  and  the  bifhop  of  Rofs  was  in  nomination  to  be 
lord  high-treafurer;  divers  of  them  were  of  the  Exchequer , 
and  had  engrofled  the  bell:  fecular  preferments,  which  made 
them  the  envy  of  the  nobility  and  gentry  of  that  nation. 
The  bilhops  were  fo  fenfible  of  this,  that  they  advifed  the 
king  not  to  truft  the  intended  alterations  in  religion  to  par¬ 
liaments  or  general  affemblies,  but  to  introduce  them  by  his 
regal  authority. 

When  the  king  was  laft  in  Scotland,  it  was  taken  notice 
of  as  a  great  hlemifh  in  the  kirk,  that  it  had  no  liturgy  or 
book  of  canons ;  to  fupply  this  defect  the  king  gave  order  to 
the  new  bifhops,  to  prepare  draughts  of  both,  and  remit 

*  Burnet's  Memoirs  of  D,  Hamilton,  p.  29,  30. 
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fnedX,L°nThn,1t0  !f  Tifed  by  the  Laud>  Juxoni 
fented  ol  l h  °°  i  ,°f  c“01\s  beinS  firft  Med,  wfs  prc- 
•  r  bmg,  and  by  him  delivered  to  Laud  and  Juxon 

ne-ir  -iTinfl'nter’  Und  rrf°rm  at  Pleafure’  and  t0  bring  it  as 
T,  t  pofllb!e  to  a  conformity  with  the  Enelifh  canons 

ihe  bilhops  having  executed  their  commiffion,  and  prepared 

it  for  the  prefs  the  king  confirmed  it  under  the  ereat  S  by 

Patu;b  dated  at  Greenwich,  May  23d,  163  c  TG* 

mftrument  fets  forth,  “  that  his  majefty,  by  his  royal  and  fol 

«  fimiTtlmf '’d  U7  10  CaUff  ecclefiaftical,  ratifies  and  con- 
tc  hrmStbe  faid  canons>  orders,  and  conftitutions,  and  all  and 

«  archb'flion"-  ”1  'a™  contamec]’  and  ftri%  commands  all 
„  m-o  P  5  bifll°Ps’  and  others  exercifing  ecclefiaftical 
jurifdichon,  to  fee  them  punctually  obferved.” 

«  T°r  rs  rthe  r;der  a  Specimen  of  thefe  canons,  which 
Were  fubverfive  of  the  whole  Scots  conftitution  both  in  kirk 

<111  u  IL cite  I 

“  1  he  firP,:  canon  excommunicates  all  thofe  who  affirm 


1  .  ccii  wiiu  dmrni 

power  and  prerogative  of  the  king  not  to  be  equal  with 
the  Jewilh  kings,  that  is,  abfolute  and  unlimited.  ‘ 

fc  Q  I  U  ^  / _ _  _ _ 1  •  _ 


The  fecond  excommunicates  thofe  who  ihall  affirm, 


the  worflnp  contained  in  the  book  of  Common  Prayer 

r whtch  was  not  yet  publiffied]  or  the  government  of  the 

jrk,  by  archbilhops,  bilhops,  &c.  to  be  corrupt,  fuperlli- 
*  nous,  or  unlawful.  r 

bbe  third  reftrains  ordinations  to  the  quatuor  tem- 
fora ;  that  is,  the  firft  weeks  of  March,  June,  September, 

,,  5-  “  I  he  fifth  obliges  all  prefbyters  to  read,  or  caufe  to 
{c  b[  tead,  divine  fervice,  according  to  the  form  of  the  book 
of  the  Scottilh  common-prayer,  and  to  conform  to  all  the 
/CCS’  Patts,  and  rubricks  of  it  [though  not  yet  publiihed.l 
1  he  book  decrees  further,  “  that  no  affembly  of  the 
“  clergy  lhall  be  called  but  by  the  king. 

“  That  none  lhall  receive  the  facrament  but  upon  their 
C5  knees.  r 

l  hat  every  ecclefiaftical  perfon,  dying  without  children, 
inall  give  part  of  his  eftate  to  the  church. 

1  hat  the  clergy  flaall  have  no  private  meetings  for 
“  expounding  feripture. 

“  That 
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a  That  no  clergyman  {hall  conceive  prayer,  but  pray  only 
«  by  the  printed  form,  to  be  prefcribed  in  the  book  of 
66  common-prayer. 

That  no  man  {hall  teach  fchool  without  a  licence  from 
tiie  bifhop;  nor  no  cenfures  of  the  church  be  pronounced, 

^  but  by  the  approbation  of  the  bifhop. 

u  That  no  prefbyter  final  1  reveal  any  tiling  in  confeflion,  ex- 
cc  cept  his  own  life  fhould  by  the  concealment  be  forfeited. 

After  fundry  other  canons  of  this  nature,  as  appointing 
fonts  for  baptifm,  church  ornaments ,  communion-tain cs ,  or 
altars ,  &c.  the  book  decrees,  that  no  perfon  lhall  be  ad¬ 
mitted  to  holy  orders,  or  to  preach  or  adminifler  the  facia- 
ments,  without  find  fubferibing  the  forementioned  canons. 

This  book  was  no  fooner  publifhed,  than  the  Scots  prefby- 
ters  declared  peremptorily  againfl  it  ;*  their  objections  were 
of  two  forts;  they  difliked  the  matter  of  the  canons,  as  in- 
confiftent  with  their  kirk  government,  and  feverer  in  fome 
particulars  than  thole  of  the  church  of  England :  they  pro- 
tefted  alfo  againfl  the  manner  of  impofing  them,  without  con- 
fent  of  parliament  or  general  afiembly.  It  was  thought  in¬ 
tolerable  vaflalage,  by  a  people  who  had  aflerted  the  inde¬ 
pendent  power  of  the  church,  to  convene  affemblies  of  the 
clergy,  and  who  had  maintained  that  their  decrees  were 
binding,  without  the  confirmation  of  the  crown;  to  have 
the  king  and  a  few  foreign  bifhops  dictate  canons  to  them, 
without  fo  much  as  afking  their  advice  and  content.  Such 
an  high  difplay  of  the  fupremacy  could  not  fail  of  being 
highly  refented  by  a  church,  that  had  never  yielded  it  to  the 
king  in  the  latitude  in  which  it  had  been  claimed  and  exer- 
cifed  in  England.  Befides  it  was  very  prepofterous  to  pub- 
lifh  the  book  of  canons  before  the  book  of  common-prayer, 
and  to  require  fubmiflion  and  fubfeription  to  things  that  had 
no  exiflence;  for  who  could  foretel  what  might  be  inferted 
in  the  common-prayer-book  ?  or  what  kind  of  fervice  might 
be  impofed  upon  the  kirk?  This  looked  too  much  like  pin¬ 
ning  the  faith  of  a  whole  nation  on  the  lawn  fleeves. 

To  return  to  England;  towards  the  end  of  this  year  it 
pleafed  God  to  remove  out  of  this  world  the  reverend  Dr. 

#  follycr’s  Ecclef.  Kid.  p.  764, 
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Rtchat  dSwbes,  one  of  the  moft  celebrated  preachers  of  his 

mU  V'!S?°rni  at,Sudbui1T  I579»  and  educated  in  St. 
J  -  ollege,  Cambridge,  where  he  went  through  all  the 

degrees.  Having  entered  into  the  miniftry,  he"  vats  firft 
cholen  leflurer  of  Trinity  church  in  Cambridge,  whSe  hi 
mmdby  was  very  fuccefsful,  to  the  converfion  and  reforma¬ 
tion  of  his  hearers.  About  the  year  1 6 1 S,  he  was  appointed 
pi  tat  her  to  me  honourable  fociety  of  Gray’s-inn,  London 
m  v,  inch  ft  at  i  on  he  became  fo  famous,  that  befides  the  law- 
yers  of  the  houfe,  many  of  the  nobility  and  gentry  fre- 
qiumted  his  fermons.  In  the  year  1625,  he  was  chofen 
m  tcr  ot  h-atheriae-hall  in  the  umverfity  of  Cambridge  the 
government  of  which  he  made  a  fhift  to  continued  his 


yi-i  cunini  LLC  lU  iiic 

death,  though  he  was  turned  out  of  his  fellowfliip  and  lec- 
mm  m  tne  umverfity  for  non-conformity,  and  often  cited 
be,  ore  the  high  commifEon.  He  was  a  divine  of  good 
^earning,  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the  fcriptures,  a  burn¬ 
ing  and  finning  light,  and  of  a  moil  humble  charitable  difpo- 
ntion  ;  but  all  thefe  talents  could  not  fcreen  him  from  the 
fury  o,  the  times.  His  works*  difcover  him  to  have  been 
or  an  heavenly  evangelical  fpirit,  the  comforts  of  which  he 
enjoyed  at  his  death,  which  happened  the  latter  end  of  this 
rammer,  in  the  fifty-ninth  year  of  his  age.f 

To  aggrandize  the  church  yet  further,  the  archbifhop  re- 
folved  to  bring  part  of  the  bufinefs  of  Weftminfter-hall  into 
the  ecclefiaftical  courts.  The  civilians  had  boldly  and  un¬ 
warrantably  oppofed  and  protefted  againft  prohibitions ,  and 
otner  proceedings  at  law,  i  n  reftraint  of  their  fpiritual  courts , 
and  had  procured  fome  privileges  and  orders  from  the  knm 
in  favour  of  the  ecclefiaftical  courts,  which  had  greatly 
offended  the  gentlemen  of  the  law.  But  the  archbiflrop  now 
went  a  ftep  further,  and  prevailed  with  the  king  to  direct 
that  halt  the  majlers  in  chancery  flrould  always  be  civil  law¬ 
yers  ;  and  to  declare  that  no  others,  of  what  condition  fo- 
tevei,  flrould  ferve  him  as  majlers  of  recpuejl:  Thefe  were 

,  *  or  thefe  the  moft  noted  was  his  “  Bruifed  Reed;”  to  which  Mr.  Baxter 
tells  us, ^  he  in  a  great  meafure  owed  his  converlion.  This  circumftance 
aione,  ooferves  Mr.  Granger,  would  have  rendered  his  name  memorable, 
Htftory  of  England,  vol.  ii.  p.  176.  8vo.  Ed.' 

t  Clarke’s  Lives,  annexed  to  his  ceneral  martyrology,  p.  143. 

more 
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more  akin  to  the  church  than  the  common  lawyers;  their 
places  being  in  the  bifhop’s  difpofal,  (as  chancellors ,  commif- 
faries ,  &c.)  and  therefore  it  was  fuppofed  their  perfons 
would  be  fo  too;  but  this  was  falfe  policy,  (fays  the  noble 
hiftorian*)  becaufe  it  difgufled  a  whole  learned  profdfion, 
who  were  more  capable  of  differving  the  church  in  their 
eftates,  inheritances,  and  ftewardfnips,  than  the  church  could 
hurt  them  in  their  practice.  Befides,  it  was  wrong  in  itfelf, 
for  I  have  never  yet  fpoken  with  one  clergyman  (fays  his 
lordfliip)  who  hath  had  experience  of  both  litigations,  that 
has  not  ingenuoufly  confeffed,  that  lie  had  rather,  in  refpeft 
of  his  trouble,  charge,  and  fatisfa&ion  to  his  underftanding, 
have  three  fuits  depending  in  Weftminfter-hall,  than  one  in 
the  arches ,  or  any  ecclefiaflical  court. 

As  a  farther  Hep  towards  the  fovereign  power  of  the 
church,  his  grace  prevailed  with  the  king  to  allow  the  bi¬ 
fhops  to  hold  their  ecclefiaflical  courts  in  their  own  names, 
and  by  their  own  feals,  without  the  king’s  letters  patent 
under  the  great  feal;  the  judges  having  given  it  as  their 
opinion,  that  a  patent  under  the  great  feal  was  not  neceffary 
for  examinations,  fufpenfions,  and  other  church  cenfures. 
This  was  undoubtedly  contrary  to  law,  for  by  the  ftatute  r 
Edw.  cap .  2,  it  is  declared,  “  that  all  ecclefiaflical  jurif- 
cc  diftion  is  immediately  from  the  crown;  and  that  all  per- 
cc  fons  exercifmg  fuch  jurifdicfion  fhall  have  in  their  feals 
u  the  king9 smarms,  and  fhall  life  no  other  feal  of  jurifdic- 
tion  on  pain  of  imprifonmentd’j-  This  ftatute  being  re¬ 
pealed  1  Maria ,  cap .  2,  was  again  revived  by  1  Jac.  cap . 
25,  as  has  been  obferved.§  Hereupon,  in  the  parliaments 
of  the  3d  and  7th  of  king  'James  I.  the  bifhops  were  pro¬ 
ceeded  againft,  and  two  of  them  in  a  manner  attainted  in 
a  pramunire  by  the  houfe  of  commons,  for  making  citations 
and  proceffes  in  their  own  names,  and  ufing  their  own  feals, 
contrary  to  this  ftatute,  and  to  the  common  law,  and  in  de¬ 
rogation  of  the  prerogative.  So  that  by  this  conceftion, 
the  king  difpenfed  with  the  laws,  and  yielded  away  the  an¬ 
cient  and  undoubted  right  of  his  crown ;  and  the  bifhops 

#  Clarendon,  vol.  ii.  p.  305-6.  f  Rufhworth,  vol.  ii.  part  2d,  p.  450. 
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Wcr.C'  !)rouSht  llnder  a  pramunire ,  for  exercifmg  fpiritual  iu- 
rifdiftion  without  any  fpecial  commillion,  patent,  or  orant 
fiom  hy,  or  under  his  majefly;  whereas  all  jurifdiftion  of 
this  kind  ought  to  have  been  exercifed  in  the  kino’s  nanrn 

and  by  virtue  of  his  authority  only,  fignified  by  letters  pa- 
tent  under  his  majefty’s  leal. 

.  'S^rChbi,fl-°?  WaS  n°  lefs  intent  uP°n  enlarging-  his  own 
junlchftion,  claiming  a  right  to  vifit  the  two  univerfities  jure 

metropohhco ,  which  being  referred  to  the  king  and  council 
his  majefly  was  pleafed  to  give  judgment  againft  himfelf! 
As  chancellor  of  Oxford  his  grace  caufed  a  new  body  of 
natures  to  be  drawn  up  for  that  univerfity,  with  a  preface 
in  which  are  fome  ievere  reflections  on  good  king  Edward 
and  his  government;  it  fays,  that  the  difcipline  of  the  iiniver- 
fity  was  difcompofed ,  and  troubled  by  that  king’s  injundions 
and  the  flattering  novelty  of  the  age.  It  then  commends  the 

reign  of  his  filter  the  bloody  queen  Mary ,  and  fays,  that  the 
difcipline  of  the  church  revived  and  flourifhed  again  in  her 
days,  under  cardinal  Pool,  when  by  the  much-deflred felicity  of 
thofe  times  an  inert  ed  candor  fupplied  the  defedl  of  flatutes 
Was  this  fpoken  like  a  proteflant  prelate,  whofe  predeceffors 
m  the  fees  of  London  and  Canterbury  were  burnt  at  Oxford 
by  queen  Mary,  in  a  moft  barbarous  manner!  Or  rather  like 
one,  who  was  aiming  at  the  return  of  thofe  happy  times  ! 

The  lafl  and  moll  extravagant  llretch  of  epifcopal  power 
that  I  fhall  mention,  was  the  bijhops  framing  new  articles  of 
vifit  at  ion  in  their  own  names,  -without  the  king’s  feal  and  au¬ 
thority  ;  and  adminiflering  an  oath  of  inquiry  to  the  church¬ 
wardens  concerning  themf  1  his  was  an  outrage  upon  the 
laws,  contrary  to  the  aft  of  fubmiffion,  25  Hen.  VIII.  cap. 
25,  and  even  to  the  12th  canon  of  1603,  which  fays,  ct  That 
“  whofoever  fhall  affirm  it  lawful,  for  any  fort  of  miniflers, 

*  anfwer  to  Mr.  Neal ,  it  is  urged  by  Dr.  Grey ,  may  be  fiiDplied  from 
F  rani  and' s  annals  of  king  Charles  I.  according  to  whom  what  is  applied 
above  to  queen  Mary  s  times  only,  relates  to  all  former  times,  as  well  as 
hers,  during,  which  the  uncertainty  of  the  ftatutes  halted  and  put  the  uni- 
verlity  to  an  inconvenience;  and  who  aflerts,  that  the  preface,  mentioned 
by  Mr.  AW,  was  written  by  Dr.  Peter  Turner ,  of  Merton-college,  a  doc¬ 
tor  of  ci\ il  law.  The  reader,  however,  will,  probably,  apprehend,  that  it 
exprefled  the  fentiments  of archbifhop  Laud ,  and  was  virtually  his.  Ed. 

f  Ufurpation  of  Prelates,  p.229,  24.0. 
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a  or  hiy-perfons,  to  affemble  together,  and  make  rules,  or- 
ders,  and  conftitutions,  in  caufes  ecclefiaftical,  without  the 
Q<-  kings  authority ,  and  lhall  fubmit  themfelves  to  be  ruled 
«  and  governed  by  them,  let  him  be  excommunicated.’* 
Which  includes  the  framers  of  the  orders ,  as  well  as  thofe 
who  aft  under  them.  The  adminiflering  an  oath  to  church¬ 
wardens,  without  a  royal  commiffion,  had  no  foundation  in 
law;  for  by  the  common  law,  no  ecclefiaflical  judge  can  ad- 
minifler  an  oath  (except  in  cafes  of  matrimony  and  tefla- 
ments)  without  letters  patent,  or  afpecial  commiflion  under 
the  great  feal.  It  was  alfo  declared  contrary  to  the  laws  and 
ftatutes  of  the  land,  by  Sir  Edward  Coke  and  the  reft  of  the 
judges,  3  fames ,  in  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Wharton ,  who,  being 
churchwarden  of  Blackfriars,  London,  was  excommunicated 
and  imprifoned  on  a  capias  excommnnicatum ,  for  refufing  to 
take  an  oath,  to  prefent  upon  vifitation  articles ;  but  bringing 
his  habeas  corpus ,  he  was  difeharged  by  the  whole  court, 
both  from  his  imprifonment  and  excommunication,  for  this 
reafon,  becaufe  the  oath  and  articles  were  againfl  the  laws  and 
Jiatutes  of  this  realm ,  and  fo  might  and  ought  to  be  ref  fed. 
Upon  the  whole,  the  making  the  mitre  thus  independent  of 
the  crown,  and  not  fubjeft  to  a  prohibition  from  the  courts 
of  Weftminfter-hall,  was  fetting  up  mperium  in  imperio ,  and 
going  a  great  way  towards  re-eftablifliing  one  of  the  heavieft: 
grievances  of  the  papacy;  but  the  bifliops  prefumed  upon 
the  felicity  of  the  times,  and  the  indulgence  of  the  crown, 
which  at  another  time  might  have  involved  them  in  a 
praemunire . 

The  articles  of  vifitation  differed  in  the  feveral  diocefes; 
the  churchwardens’  oath  was  generally  the  lame,  viz. 

“  YOU  lhall  fwear,  that  you,  and  every  of  you,  (hall 
<c  duly  confider  and  diligently  enquire  of  all  and  every  of 
“  theie  articles  given  you  in  charge;  and  that  all  afteftion, 
“  favour,  hope  of  reward  and  gain,  or  fear  of  difpleafure, 
or  malice  fet  afide,  you  lhall  prefent  all  and  every  luch 
“  perfon  that  now  is,  or  of  late  was  within  your  parifli,  or 
“  hath  committed  any  offence,  or  made  any  default  men¬ 
tioned  in  any  of  thefe  articles,  or  which  are  vehemently 
“  fufpefted,  or  defamed  of  any  fuch  alienee  or  default, 

wherein 
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2  wherein  you  fliall  deal  uprightly  and  fully,  neither  pre- 
fenting  nor  daring  to  prefent  any  contrary  to  truth,  having 
in  this  aftion  God  before  your  eyes,  with  an  earned:  zeal 
to  maintain  truth,  and  to  fupprefs  vice.  So  help  you  God 
<c  and  the  holy  contents  of  this  book.”  "  5 

By  virtue  of  this  oath,  fome  out  of  confcience  thought 

to  prefent  their  minifters,  their  neigh- 
boiiis,  and  then  near  relations,  not  for  immorality  or  ne(r- 
left  of  the  worfliip  of  God,  but  for  omitting  fome  fuperjll - 
tiuiis  injunction.  Others  ached  from  revenge,  having  an  op¬ 
portunity  put  into  their  hands  to  ruin  their  confcientious 
neighbours.  Many  churchwardens  refufed  to  take  the  oadi, 
and  were  imprifoned,  and  forced  to  do  penance.  But  to 1 
prevent  this  for  the  future,  it  was  declared,  That  if  any 
Vain  affirmed ,  it  was  not  lawful  to  take  the  oath  of  a  church - 
wciiden ;  oi  that  it  w as  not  lawfully  a clminifle red;  or  that  the 
oath  did  not  bind ;  or  that  the  churchwardens  need  mi  en~ 
(jii  'n  e\  or  after  enquiry  ?ieed  not  anfwer ,  or  might  leave  out 

fart  of  their  anfversf  fuch  perfons  Ihould  "be  preferred 
and  puniflied. 

Several  of  the  biihcps  pubi idled  their  primary  articles  of 
vifitation  about  this  time ;  as  the  archbifliop  of  Tork,  the 
biflaops  of  Winch  eft  er  and  Bath  and  Wells ;  but  the  mod:  re¬ 
markable  and  curious  were  Dr.  Wren’s  bidiop  of  Norwich, 
entitled,  Articles  to  be  enquired  of  within  the  diocejre  of  Nor¬ 
wich,  in  the  firft  vifitation  of  Matthew  lord  bifhop  of  Norwich.  \ 
The  book  contains  one  hundred  and  thirty-nine  articles,  in 
which  are  eight  hundred  and  ninety-feven  questions,  fome 
very  infignificant,  others  highly  fuperftitious,  and  feveral 
impoffible  to  be  anfwered.  To  give  the  reader  a  fpecimen 

of  them: - Have  you  the  book  of  conditutions  or  canons 

ecclefiaftical,  and  a  parchment  regifter  book,  book  of  com¬ 
mon-prayer,  and  book  of  homilies?- — Is  your  communion¬ 
table  fo  placed  within  the  chancel  as  the  canon  dire&s?— 
Doth  your  mirnder  rea.d  the  canons  once  every  year  ?- — ■ 
Doth  he  pray  for  the  king  with  his  whole  title?— Doth  he 
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pray  for  the  archbifhops  and  bifhops? — Dotli  he  obferve 
all  the  orders,  rites,  and  ceremonies,  prefcribed  in  the  book 
of  common-prayer,  and  adminiftering  the  facrament  ?— Doth 
he  receive  the  facrament  kneeling  himfelf,  and  adminifter  to 
none  but  fuch  as  kneel?— Doth  he  admit  to  the  facrament 
any  notorious  offenders  or  fchifmaticks? — Do  the  Grangers 
of  other  pariflies  come  often,  or  frequently  to  your  church  ? 
—Doth  your  minifter  baptize  with  the  fign  of  the  crofs  ? — 
Is  your  minifter  licenfed,  and  by  whom  ? — Doth  he  wear  the 
furplice  while  he  is  reading  prayers  and  adminiftering  the 
facrament? — Doth  he  catechife  and  inftruft  the  youth  in  the 
ten  commandments?— Doth  lie  folemnize  marriage  without 
the  bans?— Doth  he  in  rogation-days  ufe  the  perambulat’on. 
round  the  pariih?— Doth  he  every  fix  months  denounce  in 
the  pariih,  [ or  publickly  declare  the  names  of]  all  fuch  as 
perfevere  in  the  fentence  of  excommunication,  not  feeking 
to  be  abfolved: — Doth  lie  admit  any  excommunicate  per- 
fons  into  the  church  without  a  certificate  of  abfolution? — 
Is  your  minifter  a  favourer  of  recufants? — Is  he  noted  to  be 
an  incontinent  perfon;  a  frequenter  of  taverns,  ale-houfes; 
a  common  gamefter,  or  player  at  dicer— Hath  your  minifter 
read  the  book  offports  in  his  church  or  chapel?— Doth  he 
read  the  fecond  fervice  at  the  communion-table?— Doth  he 
ufe  conceived  prayers  before  or  after  fermon? — With  regard 
to  church-yards,  are  they  confecrated?— Are  the  graves  dug 
eaft  and  weft,  and  the  bodies  buried  with  their  heads  to  the 
weft?— Do  your  parifhioners,  at  going  in  and  out  of  the 
church,  do  reverence  towards  the  chancel  ?— Do  they  kneel 
at  confeflion,  ftandup  at  the  creed,  and  bow  at  the  glorious 
name  of  Jefus?*  & c.  with  divers  articles  of  the  like  nature. j- 

The  weight  of  thefe  inquiries  fell  chiefly  upon  the  puri¬ 
tans,  for  within  the  compafs  oftwTo  years  and  four  months, 

*  Cant.  Doom.  p.  96. 

t  One  article,  which  Mr.  Neal  has  omitted,  required,  <(  that  the  church- 

wardens  in  every  parifh  of  his  diocefe  fhould  inquire,  whether  any  per- 
<f  Tons  prefumed  to  talk  of  religion  at  their  tables  and  in  their  families  ?*’ 
Not  to  fay  the  grofs  ignorance  which  this  redraint  would  caufe,  it  (hewed 
the  extreme  of  jealoufy  and  intolerance ;  was  fubverflve  of  the  influence 
and  endearments  of  domedic  life,  and  converted  each  private  houfe  into  a 
court  of  inquifition. 

Pillars  of  Priedcraft  and  Orthodoxy  fhaken,  vol.  iii.  p,  S07-8,  1768.  Ed. 
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no  lefs  than  fifty  able  and  pious  minifters  were  fufpended, 
iilenced,  and  otherwife  cenfured,  to  the  ruin  of  their  poor  fa¬ 
milies,  for  not  obeying  one  or  other  of  thefe  articles;  among 
whom  were  the  reverend  Mr.  John  Alien ,  Mr.  John  IVard \ 
Mr.  IViiliam  Bowel ,  Mr.  John  Carter,  Mr.  Ajhe,  Mr.  Wm. 
Bridges ,  Mr.  Jeremiah  Burroughs ,  Mr.  Greenhill ,  Mr. 
Edmund  Calamy,  Mr.  Hudfon ,  Peck,  Raymond ,  Green ,  Mott, 
Kent,  Alien,  Scott,  Beard,  Moth ,  Manning ,  Warren,  Kir - 
rington,  and  others,  in  the  diocefe  of  Norwich.  In  other 
diocefes  were  Mr.  Jonathan  Burre,  Mr.  IN7//Vwz  Mr. 

Matthew  Brownrigge,  Mr.  G.  Huntley,  Vicars,  Proud,  Work¬ 
man,  Crowder,  S /idling,  &c.  forne  of  whom  {pent  their  days 
in  filence;  others  departed  their  country  into  parts  beyond 
fea;  and  none  were  releafed  without  a  promife  to  conform 
to  the  hi  flops  injunctions  ediiis  <sf  edendis,  i.  e.  already  pub- 
lijhed,  or  hereafter  to  be  publifhed. 

Biihop  Montague,  who  fucceeded  Wren  in  the  diocefe  of 
Norwich,  1638,  imitated  his  fuccelfor  in  his  vifitation  arti¬ 
cles;  it  being  now  fafhionable  for  every  neve  bifliop  to  frame 
feparate  articles  of  inquiry,  for  the  vifitation  of  his  own  dio¬ 
cefe.  Montague  pointed  his  inquiries  againft  the  puritan 
lecturers,  of  which  he  obferves  three  forts.* 

1.  Such  as  were  fuperi nduCt ed  into  another  mated s  cure ; 
concerning  which  he  enjoins  his  vifitors  to  enquire,  Whether 
the  lecturer’s  fermons  in  the  afternoons  are  popular  or  cate¬ 
chetical?  Whether  he  be  admitted  with  confent  of  the  in¬ 


cumbent  and  bifliop?  Whether  he  read  prayers  in  his  fur- 
plice  and  hood?  Of  what  length  his  fermons  are,  and  upon 
what  fubjeCt?  Whether  he  bids  prayer,  according  to  the 
fifty-fifth  canon. 

2.  The  fecond  fort  of  lecturers  are  thofe  of  combination, 
when  the  neighbouring  minifters  agreed  to  preach  by  turns  at 
an  adjoining  market-town  on  market-days ;  inquire  who  the 
combiners  are,  and  whether  they  conform  as  above? 

3.  A  third  fort  are  running  lecturers,  when  neighbouring 
chriftians  agree  upon  fuch  a  day  to  meet  at  a  certain  church 
in  fome  country  town  or  village,  and  after  fermon  and  dinner 
to  meet  at  the  houfe  of  one  of  their  difciples,  to  repeat, 
cenfure,  and  explain  the  fermon;  then  to  difeourfe  of  fome 


*  Prynne,  p.  37  6, 
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points  propofed  at  a  foregoing  meeting  by  the  moderator  of 
the  affembly,  derogatory  to  the  do&rine  or  difciplme  of  the 
church  *  and  in  conclullon  to  appoint  anotiicr  place  foi  their 
next  meeting  If  you  have  any  fuch  lecturers  prefent  them. 

Dr.  Pier/e,  bifliop  of  Bath  and  Wells,  fuppreffed  all  lec¬ 
turers  in  market-towns,  and  elfewhere  throughout  his  dio- 
cefe,  alledging,  that  he  faw  no  fuch  need  of  preaching  now ,  as 
was  in  the  ap flics ’  days.  He  fufpended  Mr.  Dc-vciujh ,  nu¬ 
mber  of  Bridgwater,  for  preaching  a  lcfture  in  his  own 
church  on  a  market-day,  which  had  continued  ever  mice  the 
.  days  of  queen  Elizabeth ;  and  afterwards,  when  he  abfolved 
him  upon  his  promile  to  preach  it  no  more,  he  laid  to  him, 
Go  thy  way,  fin  no  more ,  lefi  a  worfe  thing  befal  thee/  1 1  is 
iordihip  put  down  all  afternoon  iennons  on  Bold  s-d<qs^ 
and  fufpended  Mr.  Covnijh  for  preaching  a  i uncial  fcimon 
on  the  evening.  And  whereas  fome  minilters  uled  to  ex¬ 
plain  the  queftions  and  anlwers  in  the  catechiim,  and  make 
a  fliort  prayer  before  and  after,  the  bifliop  reproved  them 
lharpiv  for  it,  faying,  that  was  as  bad  as  preaching ,  and 
-charged  them  to  alk  no  queftions,  nor  receive  any  anfwers 
but  fuch  as  were  m  the  book  of  common-prayer:  and  for 
not  complying  with  this  injunction,  Mr.  Barret ,  rector  of 
Barwick,  and  lome  others,  were  enjoined  public  penance. 
The  bifliop  of  Peterborough,  and  all  the  new  bifliops,  went 
in  the  fame  track;  and  lome  of  them  upon  this  fad  principle, 
That  afternoon  fermons  on  Sundays  were  an  impediment  to  the 
revels  in  the  evening. 

The  church  was  now  in  the  height  of  its  triumphs,  and 
grafped  not  only  at  all  fpiritual  jurifdiCtion,  but  at  the  capital 
preferments  of  ftate.  This  year  Dr.  Juxon ,  bifliop  of  Lon¬ 
don,  was  declared  lord  high-treafurer  of  Biigland,  which  is 
the  firft  office  of  profit  and  power  in  the  kingdom,  and  has 
precedence  next  to  the  archbifliop.  Juxon  s  name  had 
hardly  been  known  at  court  above  two  years;!  till  then  he 


was 


% 

*  Pryrme,  p.  377. 


f  Dr.  Juxon,  having  been  elected  to  the  fee  of  Hereford,  before  he  was 
confecrated,  was  tranfiated  on  the  19th  of  September  1633,  to  that  of  Lon¬ 
don.  His  firft  preferment  was,  in  1627,  to  the  deanery  of  Worcefter ;  but 
Lisconftant  connexion  with  the  court  was  not  formed,  till  the  10th  of  July 
1632*  when  he  was,.  at  the  fuit  of  archbilhop  Laud,  fworn  clerk  of  his  ma- 
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was  no  more  than  a  private  chaplain  to  the  king,  and  head, 
of  a  poor  college  in  Oxford.  Befides,  no  churchman  had  held 
this  po.it  hnce  the  darlceft  times  of  popery,  in  the  reign  of 
king  Henry  the  feventh;  but  Land  valued  himfelf  upon  this 
nomination;  Now  [lays  lie,  in  his  Diary]  if  the  church  will 
not  hold  up  themfelves ,  under  God ,  lean  do  no  more.*  When 
the  ftaff  of  treafurer  was  put  into  the  hands  of  Juxon,  lord 
Clarendon  obferves,  “  That  the  nobility  were  inflamed,  and 
“  began  to  look  upon  the  church  as  a  gulph  ready  to  fwallow 
“  all  the  great  offices  offtate,  there  being  other  churchmen 
“  in  view  who  were  ambitious  enough  to  expedt  the  reft. 
“  The  inferior  clergy  took  advantage  of  this  fituation  of 
“  their  affairs,  and  did  not  live  towards  their  neighbours  of 
quality,  or  patrons,  with  that  civility  and  good  manners  as 
they  ufed  to  do,  which  difpofed  others  to  withdraw  their 
“  countenance  and  good  neighbourhood  from  them,  efpe- 
“  daily  after  they  were  put  into  the  commiflions  of  peace, 
“  in  molt  counties  of  England.”  One  of  the  members  of 
the  houfe  of  commons  faid,  “  That  the  clergy  were  fo  ex- 
"  alted,  that  a  gentleman  might  not  come  near  the  tail  of 
their  mules;  and  that  one  of  them  had  declared  openly, 
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jelly’s  clofet,  two  years  and  eight  months  before  he  was  declared  lord  high- 
treafurer.  So  that  Mr.  Neal9 s  expreffion,  that  his  name  had  hardly  been 
known  at  court  above  two  years,  at  which  Dr.  Grey  carps,  does  not  greatly 
deviate  from  the  exad  fad.  The  doctor  quotes  alfo  many  teftimonies  to 
the  amiable  temper  and  virtues  of  bifhop  Juxon.  But  though  they  jurtly 
refled  honour  on  his  memory,  the  perfonal  virtues  of  the  bilhop  did  not 
render  the  inverting  a  clergyman  with  the  high  office  to  which  he  was  ex¬ 
alted,  a  meafure  more  politick  in  itfelf,  orlefs  obnoxious  to  the  people. 
And  the  fliorter  was  the  time,  during  which  he  had  been  known  at  court, 
the  fewer  opportunities  he  had  enjoyed  to  difplay  his  virtues,  and  the  mote 
probable  it  was  that  he  owed  his  dignity,  not  to  the  excellence  of  his  own 
charader,  but  to  the  influence  and  views  of  Land.  This  circumftance,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  vaft  power  conneded  with  the  office,  and  the  exaltation 
fuppofed  to  be  thus  given  to  the  clerical  order,  created  jealoufy  and  gave 
offence.  In  this  light  Mr.  Neal  places  the  matter,  without  impeaching  the 
merit  of  bifhop  Juxon.  Ed. 


*  Bifhop  Warburton9 s  remarks  here  deferve  attention :  “  Had  he  been 
content,  fays  hislordfhip,  “  to  do  nothing,  the  church  had  flood.  Sup- 
*c  pofehim  to  have  been  an  honeft  man  and  fincere,  which  I  think  mull  be 
granted,  it  would  follow  that  he  knew  nothing  of  the  conftitution  either 
of  civil  or  religious  fcciety;  and  was  as  poor  a  churchman  as  he  was  a 
politician,”  Ed, 

“  that 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


CHAP.  V.  OF  THE  PURITANS.  2 77 

“  that  he  hoped  to  fee  the  day,  when  a  clergyman  fhould  be 
«  as  good  a  man  as  any  upjlart  Jack  gentleman  in  the  king- 
“  dom.”  It  is  certain,  the  favourable  afpeft  of  the  court 
had  very  much  exalted  their  behaviour,  and  their  new  no¬ 
tions  had  made  them  conceive  themfelves  an  order  of  men 
above  the  rank  of  the  laity,  for  as  much  as  they  had  the 
keys  of  the  kingdom  of  heaven  at  their' girdle,  and  upon 
their  prieftly  character  depended  the  efficacy  of  all  gofpel 
inftitutions.  This  made  fome  of  them  remarkably  negligent 
of  their  cures  up  and  down  the  country;  others  loft  the  little 
learning  they  had  acquired  at  the  univerlity,  and  many  be¬ 
came  very  fcandalous  in  their  lives;  though  lord  Clarendon * 
fays,  that  there  was  not  one  church-man  in  any  degree  of 
favour  or  acceptance  [at  court]  of  a  fcandalous  infufficiency 
in  learning,  or  of  a  more  fcandalous  condition  of  life:  but 
on  the  contrary,  moft  of  them  of  confelied  eminent  parts  in 
knowledge,  and  of  virtuous  and  unblcmifhed  lives. 

Great  numbers  of  the  moft  ufefiil  and  laborious  preachers 

JL 

in  all  parts  of  the  country  were  buried  in  filence,  and  forced 
to  abfeond  from  the  fury  of  the  high-commiffion  ;  among 
whom  were  the  famous  Mr.  John  Dod ,  Mr.  Whately ,  Dr. 
Harris ,  Mr.  Capel ,  and  Mr.  John  Rogers ,  of  Dedham,  one 
of  the  moft  awakening  preachers  of  his  age,  of  whom  biftiop 
Brownrigge  ufed  to  fay,  That  he  did  more  good  with  his 
wild  notes ,  than  we  [the  biftiops  ]  with  our  fet  mufick.  Yet 
his  great  ufefulnefs  could  not  fereen  him  from  thofe  fufpen- 
fions  and  deprivations  which  were  the  portion  of  the  puri¬ 
tans  in  thefe  times.  His  refolutions  about  fubferibing  I  will 
relate  in  his  own  words:  “  If  I  come  into  trouble  for  non- 
Ci  conformity,  I  refolve,  by  God’s  affiftance,  to  come  away 
Ci  with  a  clear  confcience ;  for  though  the  liberty  of  my 
cc  miniftry  be  dear  to  me,  I  dare  not  buy  it  at  fuch  a  rate. 
cc  I  am  troubled  at  my  former  fubfeription,  but  I  faw  men  of 
good  gifts,  and  of  good  hearts,  (as  I  thought)  go  before 
me;  and  I  could  not  prove  that  there  was  any  thing  con¬ 
trary  to  the  word  of  God ,  though  1  difliked  the  ceremonies, 
and  knew  them  to  be  unprofitable  burdens  to  the  church 
of  God;  but  if  I  am  urged  again  I  will  never  yield;  it  tvas 
*c  my  weaknefs  before,  as  I  now  conceive,  which  I  befeech 

*  Vol.  i.  p.  77. 
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cc  God  to  pardon - Written  in  the  year  1627.”  But 

after  this  the  good  man  was  overtaken  again,  and  yielded, 
which  almoft  broke  his  heart ;  for  he  adds,  “  —  For  this  I 
cc  lmarted,  1631.  If  I  had  read  over  this  [my  former  refo- 
<c  lutionj  it  may  be  I  had  not  done  what  I  did.”  How  fevere 
are  fuch  trials  to  a  poor  man  with  a  numerous  family  of  chil¬ 
dren!  And  how  fore  the  diftreffes  of  a  wounded  confcience! 

Others  continued  to  leave  their  country,  according  to  our 
bleffed  Saviour’s  advice,  Alatth .  x.  2 3 •  When  they  per fc  cute 
you  in  this  city,  fie e  ye  into  another .  Among  thefe  were  Mr. 
Nathaniel  Rogers ,  ion  of  Mr.  "John  Rogers  of  Dedham,  edu¬ 
cated  in  Emanuel  college,  Cambridge,  and  fettled  at  AfTmg- 
ton  in  Suffolk,  where  he  continued  five  years ;  but  feeing 
the  ftorm  that  had  driven  his  neighbours  from  their  anchor, 
and  being  fearful  of  his  own  ftedfaftnefs  in  the  hour  of  temp¬ 
tation,  he  refigned  his  living  into  the  hands  of  his  patron, 
and  forfaking  the  neighbourhood  of  his  father,  and  all  prof- 
peffs  of  worldly  advantage,  caff  himfelf  and  his  young  fa¬ 
mily  upon  the  providence  of  God,  and  embarked  for  New- 
England,  where  he  arrived  about  the  middle  of  November, 
1636,  and  fettled  with  Mr.  Norton ,  at  Ipfwich,  with  whom 
he  continued  to  his  death,  which  happened  in  the  year  165  5. 

About  the  fame  time  went  over  Mr.  Lambert  White  mg, 
M.  A.'aLincolnfhire  divine,  who  continued  at  Shirbeck  rfear 
Bofton,  unmoleffed  till  bilhop  Williams' s  difgrace,  after  which 
he  was  filenced  by  the  fpiritual  courts,  and  forced  into  New* 
England,  where  he  arrived  with  his  family  this  fummer,  and 
continued  an  ufeful  preacher  to  a  little  flock  at  Lynne  till  the 
year  1679,  when  he  died  in  the  eighty-third  year  of  his  age. 

The  ftar-chamber  and  high-commiffion  exceeded  all  the 
bounds  not  only  of  law  and  equity,  but  even  of  humanity  it- 
felf  We  have  related  the  fufferings  of  Mr.  Prynne ,  Burton , 
and  Bajlwick ,  in  the  year  1633.  Thefe  gentlemen,  being 
fhut  up  in  prifon,  were  fuppofed  to  employ  their  time  in 
Writing  again!!  the  bifiiops  and  their  fpiritual  courts;  Baft- 
wick  was  charged  with  a  book  publifhed  1636,  entitled, 
Apologeticus  ad  prcefirfes  Anglic anos ;  and  with  a  pamphlet 
called  the  new  Litany:  The  others,  with  two  anonymous 
books,  one  entitled,  A  divine  tragedy ,  containing  a  catalogue 

#  Rufhwor;h,  vcl,  ii.  part  2 cfi  p.  380^  ^:c. 
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of  God's  judgments  againft  Sabbath  breakers',  the  other,  News 
from  Ipfwich;  which  lafl  was  a  fatire  upon  the  fevere  pro- 
ceedings  of  Dr.  IVrcrt  bilhop  of  that  dioccfe.  For  thefe 
Were  cited  a  fecond  tune  into  tiie  ftai-chainbei ,  .9  vn- 
the  0f  an  information  laid  againfl  them  by  the  attorney- 
general,  for  writing  and  publijhing  fedit ions ,  fchifmatical?  and 
libellous  books  againji  the  hierarchy  of  the  church ,  and  to  the 
fcandal  of  the  government.  When  the  defendants  had  pre¬ 
pared  their  anfwers,  they  could  not  get  council  tofign  them; 
upon  which  they  petitioned  the  court  to  receive  them  from 
themfelves,  which  would  not  be  admitted  ;  however  Prynne 
and  Bajhvick ,  having  no  other  remedy,  left  their  anfwers  at 
the  office,  figned  with  their  own  hands,  but  were  neverthe- 
lefs  proceeded  again! \  pro  confeffb .  Burton  prevailed  with 
Mr.  Holt?  a  bencher  of  Gray’s-Inn,  to  fign  his  anfwer;  but 
the  court  ordered  the  two  chief  jullices  to  expunge  what  they 
thought  unfit  to  be  brought  into  court,  and  they  ftruck  out 
the  whole  anfwer,  except  fix  lines  at  the  beginning,  and  three 
or  four  at  the  end;  and  becaufe  Mr.  Burton  would  not  ac¬ 
knowledge  it  thus  purged,  he  was  alfo  taken  pro  confeffb . 

In  Baftwick' s  anfwer  the  prelate's  are  called  invaders  of  the 
king's  prerogative ,  contemners  and  dcfpfers  of  the  holy  ferip- 
tures ,  advancers  of  popery ,  fuperjlition ,  idolatry  and  profane - 
nefs ;  they  are  charged  with  opprefjing  the  kings  loyal fubjeds? 
and  with  great  cruelty ,  tyranny?  and injuffiice.  Mr.  Prynne' s 
anfwer  reflected  upon  the  hierarchy,  though  in  more  mode¬ 
rate  and  cautious  terms.  All  the  defendants  offered  to  main¬ 
tain  their  feveral  anfwers  at  the  peril  of  their  lives;  but  the 
court,  finding  them  not  filed  upon  record,  would  not  receive 
them.  The  prifoners  at  the  bar  cried  aloud  for  jufticc?  and 
that  their  anfwers  might  be  read ;  but  it  was  peremptorily 
denied,  and  the  following  fentence  palled  upon  them;  that 
Mr.  Burton  be  deprived  of  his  living ,  and  degraded  from  his 
miniftry ,  as  Prynne  and  Baftwick  had  been  from  their  pro - 
fejfions  of  law  and  phyjick ;  that  each  of  them  be  fined  five 
thoufand  pounds ;  that  they  fitand  in  the  pillory  at  Wefitminjler ? 
and  have  their  ears  cut  ojjj  and  becaufe  Mr.  Prynne  had  al¬ 
ready  loft  his  ears  by  fentence  of  t he  court  1633,  it  was  ordered 
that  the  remainder  of  his  flumps  fhould  be  cut  off  and  that  he 

fhould  be  Jligmatizcd  on  both  cheeks  with  the  letters  S.  L.  and 

then 
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nZfl  three  Wf{  t0  fuffer  PerPetual  mprifonment  in  the  re - 
ZfAfn\  °f  *he  ymgdom.  This  fentence  was  executed 

re  •  j6111  J^n^3ot^5  1037h  hangman  rather  fawing  the 
remainder  or  Prynne  s  ears  than  cutting  them  off:  after 

y  ich  they  were  lent  under  a  ftrong  guard,  one  to  the  caffe 
*  Lau"cd“?  111  Cornwall,  another  to  the  caffe  of  Lancaf- 
ter  and  a  third  to  Carnarvon  caffe  in  Wales;*  but  thefe 
pri  ons  not  being  thought  diftant  enough,  they  were  after, 
wards  removed  to  the  iflands  of  Scilly,  Guernfey,  and  Terfey, 
wheie  they  were  kept  without  the  ufe  of  pen,  ink,  or  paper, 

the  accefs  of  triends,  till  they  were  releafed  by  the  lone 
parliament.  6 

At  puffing  tins  Sentence  archbifliop  Laud  made  a  laboured 
Ipeecn  to  clear  himfelf  from  the  charge  of  innovations,  with 
which  the  puritans  loaded  him.  He  begins  with  retorting 
the  crime  upon  tne  puritans,  who  were  for  fetting  afide  the 
older  of  bifhops,  whereas  m  all  ages  frace  the  apoftles*  time 
the  church  had  been  governed  by  bilhops,  whofe  calling  and 

er  ■  !rn, ' 1 N  §!ace  s  opinion)  was  by  divine  right ,  the  office 
ot  lay  elders  having  never  been  heard  of  before  Calvin.  He 
t.ien  vindicates  the  particular  innovations  complained  of;  as 
Bowing  towards  the  altar ,  or  at  coming  into  the  church. 

I  his  he  fays  was  the  praftice  in  Jewiffi  times,  Pfal.  xcv.  6. 
V  come,  let  us  worjhip ,  and  bow  down  :  Let  us  kneel  before 
toe  Lord  our  Maker-,  and  yet  the  government  is  fo  mode- 
rate,  that  no  man  is  forced  to  it,  but  only  religioufly  called 
upon.  “  For  my  own  part,  (fays  his  grace)  Khali  always 
tamk  myfelf  bound  to  worfliip  with  my  body  as  well  as 
ion!,  in  what  confecrated  place  foever  I  come  to  pray. 
You,  ray  honoured  lords  of  the  garter,  do  reverence  to- 

“  wards  the  altar'>  as  great  eft  place  of  God's  refidence 

upon  earth ;  greater  than  the  pulpit ,  for  there  is  only  the 


66 
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■  arch„bl(hoP  s  revenge-  not  glu«ed  by  the  fevere  fcntence  obtained 
againlt  Mr.  Prynne,  purfued  thofe  who,  at  Chefter  and  other  places,  as  he 
was  carrying  to  pnfon,  fhewed  him  civilities.  For,  though  his  keepers 
were  not  forbid  to  let  any  vifit  him,  feme  were  fined  cool,  fome  3ool.  and 
others  250I  Rulhworth  abrid.  vol.  ii.  p.  295,  & c.  as  quoted  in  the  Pillars 
of  Pneftcraft  and  Orthodoxy,  vol.  iii.  p.  272.  And  the  fervant  of  Mr. 
Prynne  was  proceeded  againllin  the  high-commifiion,  and  fent  from  prifon 
to  prilon,  only  for  refufing  to  accufe  his  mailer.  Id.  p.  272.  Neither  fi¬ 
delity  nor  humanity  had  merit  with  this  prelate.  Ed, 
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“  word  of  God,  but  upon  the  altar  is  his  body ;  and  a  greater 
a  reverence  is  due  to  the  body  than  to  the  word  of  the  Lord; 
«  and  this  is  no  innovation ,  for  you  are  bound  to  it  by  your 

“  order,  which  is  no  new  thing.” 

His  grace  proceeds  to  confider  the  alterations  in  the  coU  • 
lefts  and  prayers ,  which  he  fays  the  archbifhops  and  bifliops, 
to  whom  the  ordering  of  the  fajl  hook  was  committed,  had 
power  under  the  king  to  make,  provided  nothing  was  in-, 
ferted  contrary  to  the  doflrine  or  difciplineof  the  church  of 
England ;  he  then  juftifies  the  feveral  amendments,  and  con¬ 
cludes  mod  of  his  articles  with  fhewing  that  there  is  no  con¬ 
nexion  between  the  charge  and  the  popular  clamour  raifed 
againft  him,  of  an  intent  to  bring  in  popery.  But  the  feve¬ 
ral  innovations  here  mentioned  being  objefted  to  the  arch- 
bifhop  at  his  trial,  we  {hall  defer  our  remarks  to  that  place. 

His  grace  concludes  with  a  protection,  That  he  had  no 
defign  to  alter  the  religion  eftablifhed  by  law;  but  that  his 
care  to  reduce  the  church  to  order,  to  uphold  the  external 
decency  of  it,  and  to  fettle  it  to  the  rules  of  the  firft  reforma¬ 
tion,  had  brought  upon  him  and  his  brethren,  all  that  mali¬ 
cious  floral  that  had  loured  fo  black  over  their  heads.  He 
then  thanks  the  court  for  their  juft  and  honourable  cenfure 
of  thefe  men,  and  for  their  defence  of  the  church ;  but 
becaufe  the  bufmefs  had  fome  reference  to  himfelf,  he  for¬ 
bears  to  cenfure  them,  leaving  them  to  God’s  mercy  and  the 
king’s  juftice. 

Notwithftanding  this  plaufible  fpeech,  which  the  king  or¬ 
dered  to  be  printed,  tire  barbarous  fentence  palfed  upon 
thefe  gentlemen  moved  the  compaffion  of  the  whole  nation. 
The  three  learned  faculties  of  law ,  phyfick ,  and  divinity ,  took 
it  to  heart,  as  thinking  their  educations  and  profeffions  might 
have  fecured  them  from  fuch  infamous  punifhments,*  proper 
enough  for  the  pooreft  and  moft  mechanick  malefa&ors, 
who  could  make  no  other  fatisfaftion  to  the  publick  for  their 
offences ;  but  very  improper  for  perfons  of  education,  de¬ 
grees,  or  quality.  Nay,  the  report  of  this  cenfure,  and  the 
fmart  execution  of  it,  flew  into  Scotland,  and  the  difeourfe 
was  there  that  they  mull  alfo  expeft  a  jlar-chamber  to 
ftrengthen  the  hands  of  their  bifliops,  as  well  as  an  high- 

*  Clarendon^  vol.  i.  p.  94. 
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commiilion:  “  No  doubt  (fays  archbifhop  Laud)  but  there 
C  ^  a  concurrence  between  them  and  the  puritan  party  in 
‘  England,  to  deftroy  me  in  the  king’s  opinion.”* 

Cruel  as  this  fentence  was,  Dr.  Williams ,  bifliop  of  Lin¬ 
coln,  and  the  reverend  Mr.  OJbaldeJion ,  chief  mailer  of 'Weft- 
minfter-fchool,  met  with  no  lefs  hardfhip.f  The  bifliop  had 
been  Laud9 s  very  good  friend,  in  perfuading  king  James  to 
advance  him  to  a  bifhoprick;  but  upon  theacceflion  of  kina 
Charles  he  turned  upon  his  benefactor,  and  got  him  re- 
nioved  from  all  his  preferments  at  court;  upon  which  bifliop 
M  i! Hams  retired  to  his  diocefe,J  and  fpent  his  time  in  reading 
and  in  the  good  government  of  his  diocefe  ;  here  he  became 
popular ,  entertaining  the  clergy  at  nis  table,  and  difcourfing 
fi  eely  aoout  affairs  or  churcn  and  lfate.Jj  He  fpoke  with 
feme  fmartnefs  againfl  the  new  ceremonies;  and  faid  once  in 
convcrfation,  ±  oat  thes puritans  were  the  / king9  s  bejl  fubj  eels , 
and  he  was  fare  would  carry  ail  at  lajl ;  and  that  the  king 
had  told  him ,  that  he  would  treat  the  puritans  more  mildly  for 
the  future*  Laud,  being  informed  of  this  expreflion,  caufed 

lodged  again!  him  in  the  ftar-chamber, 
tor  revealing  the  king's  fecrets ;  but  the  charge  not  being 
well  fupported,  a  new  bill  was  exhibited  againfl  him,  for 
tampering  with  the  king’s  witnefles;  and  though  there  was 
very  little  ground  for  the  charge,  his  lordjhip  was  fufpended 
in  the  high-commiffon  court  from  all  his  offices  and  benefices; 
he  was  fined  ten  thoufand  pounds  to  the  king\  one  thoufand 
pounds  to  Sir  John  Mounfon,  and  to  be  imprifoned  in  the 
Lower  during  the  king’s  pleafure.  The  biihop  was  accord- 


*  Rufhworth,  p.  385.  f  Ihid.vol.  ii.  part  2d,  p.  817. 

t  rhe  remarks  of  bifhop  Warhurton  on  the  proceedings  againfl  Dr. 
Us  Mams,  are  juft,  though  fevere,  and  by  their  impartiality  and  fpirit,  do 
honour  to  his  lordfhip.  “  This  profecution,”  fays  he,  “  muft  needs  give 
“  every  one  a  bad  idea  of  Laud's  heart  and  temper.  You  might  refolve 
his  high  a£ts  of  power  in  the  ftate  into  reverence  and  gratitude  to  his 
<f  mafter ;  his  tyranny  in  the  church,  to  his  zeal  for  and  love  of  what  he 
ff  called  religion;  but  the  outrageous  profecution  of  thefe  two  men  can  be 
refolved  into  nothing  but  envy  and  revenge :  and  actions  like  thefe  they 
<c  were  which  occaftoned  all  that  bitter,  but  indeed  juft  exclamation  againfl 
“  the  bilhops  in  the  fpeeches  of  lord  Falkland  and  lord  Digbj .**  Ed. 

||  Rufhworth,  p.  417. 


ingly 


I 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


283 


CHAP.  V. 

ingly  fent  from  the  bar  to  the  Tower  ;*  all  his  rich  goods 
arld  chattels,  to  an  immenfe  value,  were  plundered  and  lold 
to  pay  die  fine;  his  library  feized,  and  all  his  papers  and 
letters  examined.  Among  his  papers  were  founc.  two  01 
three  letters  written  to  him  by  Mr.  OJbaldefton  about  five 
years  before,  in  which  were  fome  dark  and  obicuie  ex- 
preffions,  which  the  jealous  archbifliop  interpreted  agamit 
himfelf  and  the  lord-treafurer  Weft  on.  Upon  the  foot  oi 
thefe  letters  a  new  bill  wras  exhibited  a  gain  ft  the  bilhop  01 
divulging  fcandalous  libels  againft  the  king  s  pi  ivy-couniu- 
lors.  His  lordfliip  replied,  that  he  did  not  remember  his 
having  received  the  letters,  and  was  lure  he  had  nevei  di¬ 
vulged  them,  becaufe  they  wrere  ft  ill  among  his  pi  ivate  papers ; 
but  notwithftanding  all  he  could  fay,  he  was  condemned  in  a 
fine  of  eight  thouf and  pounds  ;  five  thoufand  to  the  king,  and 
three  thoufand  to  the  archbifliop;  for  the  non-payment  ol 
which  he  was  kept  dole  prifoner  111  the  i  ower  till  the  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  long  parliament. 

The  reverend  Mr.  OJbaldefton  was  charged  with  plotting 
with  the  bijhop  of  Lincoln  to  divulge  falfe  news ,  and  to  01  ted 
a  difference  between  the  lord-treafurer  Wefton  and  the  ai  ch - 
bijhop  of  Canterbury,  as  long  ago  as  the  year  1 63 3*t  ^ 

information  was  grounded  upon  the  two  letteis  alieady 
mentioned,  in  which  he  reports  a  mifunderftanding  between 
the  great  leviathan  and  the  little  urchin .  And  though  the 
council  for  the  defendant  absolutely  denied  any  reference 
to  the  archbifliop,  and  named  the  perfons  meant  in  the  letter, 
yet  the  court  fined  him  five  thoufand  pounds  to  the  king ,  and 
five  thoufand  pounds  to  the  archbifhop ;  to  be  deprived  of  all 
his  fpiritual  dignities  and  promotions ,  to  be  imprifoned  during 

*  Here  he  was  kept  in  clofe  imprifonment  about  four  years.  During 
his  confinement,  in  order  to  deprive  him  of  his  bifhoprick,  he  was  "examined 
upon  a  book  of  articles  of  twenty-four  fheets.  Among!!  which  \ycie  Inch 
frivolous  charges  as  thefe:  viz.  that  he  nad  called  a  book  intitled  <c  A 
*(  Coal  from  the  Altar ’  a  pamphlet:  that  he  had  faid,  that  all  flcih  in  Eng¬ 
land  had  corrupted  their  ways ;  that  he  had  wickedly  jelled  on  St.  Martin ’s 
hood.  What  muft  be  thought  of  the  temper  of  thofc  who  could  think  of 
depriving  a  bifhopof  his  fee  on  fuen  grounds?  The  bifhop  was  boweici 
fo  wary  in  his  anfwers,  that  they  could  take  no  advantage  again!!  him. 

Fuller’s  Church  Mil!,  b.  xi.  p.  157.  Ed. 


f  Rufhworth,  vol.  ii.  part  2d,  p.  803,  817, 
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the  king's  pleafure ,  and  to  Jland  in  the  pillory  in  the  Bean's 

i\/r lrc^Lfore  hi*  own  f'hool,  and  have  his  ears  nailed  to  it. 
Mr.  OJbaldeJlon  being  among  the  croud  in  the  court  when 
this  lenience  was  pronounced,  immediately  went  home  to  his 
ftudy  at  W eftminfter-fchool,  and  having  burnt  fome  papers 
abfconded,  leaving  a  note  upon  his  deJk  with  thefe  words* 
If  the  archbijhop  enquire  after  me,  tell  him  lam  gone  bevond 
Canterbury.  The  meffengers  were  foon  at  his'houfe/and 
finding  this  note,  fent  immediately  to  the  fea-ports  to  appre¬ 
hend  him  ;  but  he  lay  hid  in  a  private  houfe  in  Drury-lane 
tiil  the  learch  was  over,  and  then  concealed  himfelf  til!  the 
meeting  of  the  long  parliament;  however,  all  his  goods  and 
chattels  were  feized  and  confilcated.  This  Mr.  Ofhaldejlon 
was  M.  A.  of  Chrift-church  college,  Oxford,  and  preben¬ 
dary  of  Weftminlter;  he  was  an  admirable  mailer,  and  had 
eighty  doftors  in  the  two  univerfities  that  had  been  his  fcho- 
lars,  before  the  year  1640;*  he  was  afterwards  reftored  by 
the  long  parliament,  but  when  he  apprehended  they  went  be¬ 
yond  the  bounds  of  their  duty  and  allegiance,  he  laid  down 
his  fchool  and  favoured  the  royal  caufe. 

Mr.  Lilburne,  afterwards  a  colonel  in  the  army,  for  refil¬ 
ling  to  take  an  oath  to  anfwer  all  interrogatories  concerning 
his  importing  and publi/hingf editions  libels',  was  fined  five  hum 
tired  pounds,  and  to  be  whipped  through  the  llreets  from 
the  Fleet  to  the  pillory  before  Wellminfter.hall  gate,  April 
8th,  1638.  While  he  was  in  the  pillory  he  uttered  many 
bold  and  paffionate  fpeeches  againlt  the  tyranny  of  the  bi¬ 
shops;  whereupon  the  court  of  ftar-chamber  then  fitting, 
ordered  him  to  be  gagged,  which  was  done  accordingly;  and 
that  when  he  was  carried  back  to  prifon  he  Ihould  be  laid 
alone  with  irons  on  his  hands  and  legs  in  the  wards  of  the 
Fleet,  where  the  bafeft  of  the  prifoners  ufed  to  be  put,  and 
that  no  perfon  Ihould  be  admitted  to  fee  him.  Here  he 
continued  in  a  moll  forlorn  and  miferable  condition  till  the 
meeting  of  the  long  parliament. 

In  the  midll  of  all  thefe  dangers  the  puritan  clergy  fpoke 
freely  againft  their  opprelTors.-|-  Dr.  Cornelius  Burges,  in  a 

*  Athena:  Oxon,  vol.  i.  p.  833. 
t  Wood’s  Athena:  Oxon,  vol.  ii.  p.  235. 
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Latin  fermon  before  the  clergy  of  London,  preached  againft 
the  feverities  of  the  bifhops,  and  refufing  to  give  his  diocefan 
a  copy  of  his  fermon,  was  put  into  the  high-commiffion# 
Mr.  Wharton ,  of  Eifex,  preached  with  the  fame  freedom  at 
Chelmsford,  for  which  (it  is  laid)  he  made  his  fubmiffion. 
Several  pamphlets  were  difperfed  againft  the  proceedings  of 
the  eccleilafHcal  courts,  which  the  bilhop  of  London  declared 
he  had  reafon  to  believe  were  written  or  countenanced  by  the 
clergy  of  his  own  diocefe.  Many  private  gentlemen  in  Suf¬ 
folk  maintained  lecturers  at  their  own  expence,  without  con- 
fulting  the  bilhop,  who  complained  that  they  were  factious, 
and  did  not  govern  themfelves  according  to  the  canons ;  but, 
fays  his  lordihip,  \Wreri\  66  What  ihall  1  do  with  fucli  fcho- 
“  lars,  fome  in  orders  and  others  not,  which  gentlemen  of 
“  figure  entertain  in  their  houfes  under  pretence  of  teaching 
“  their  children?  and  with  thofe  beneficed  divines  who  take 
fhelter  in  the  houfes  of  the  rich  laity,  and  do  not  live  upon 
their  cures?”*  Here  was  the  puritans’  laft  retreat;  thofe 
who  were  not  willing  to  go  abroad  found  entertainment  in 
gentlemen’s  families,  and  from  thence  annoyed  the  enemy 
with  their  pamphlets.  Even  the  populace,  who  were  not 
capable  of  writing,  exprefied  their  refentments  againft  the 
archbifliop  by  difperfing  libels  about  the  town,  in  which 
they  threatened  his  definition.  His  grace  has  entered  fome 
of  them  in  his  diary. 

“  Wednefday ,  Aug .  23.  My  lord-mayor  fent  me  a  libel 
found  by  the  watch  at  the  iouth-gate  of  St.  Paul’s,  that 
the  devil  had  left  that  houfe  to  me. 

Aug.  25.  Another  libel  was  brought  me  by  an  officer 
of  the  high-commifiion,  faftened  to  the  north-gate  of  St. 
£C  Paul’s,  that  the  government  of  the  church  of  England  is 


a 


cc 


u 


tc 


a  candle  in  a  fnufF,  go  in?  out  in  a  flench. 

The  fame  night  the  lord-mayor  fent  me  another  libel, 
hanged  upon  the  llandard  in  Cheapfide,  which  was  my 
fpeech  in  the  ftar-chamber  fet  in  the  pillory. 

“  A  few  days  after,  another  ffiort  libel  was  fent  me  in 
u  verfe.” 

Yet  none  of  thefe  things  abated  his  zeal,  or  relaxed  his  ri¬ 
gour  againft  thofe  who  cenfured  his  arbitrary  proceedings. 

*  Rufhworth,  p.  467. 
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It  was  impoffible  to  debate  things  fairly  in  publick,  becaufe 
the  prefs  was  abfolutely  at  his  grace's  difpofal,  according  to 
a  new  decree  of  the  ftar-chamber  made  this  fummer,  which 
ordains,  that  “  no  book  be  printed  unlefs  it  be  firft  licenfed 
“  with  all  its  titles,  epiltles,  and  prefaces,  by  the  archbifhop, 
“  or  bifhop  of  London  for  the  time  being,  or  by  their  ap- 
“  pointment;  and  within  the  limits  of  the  univerfity,  by  the 
“  chancellor  or  vice-chancellor,  on  pain  of  the  printer’s  be- 
“  mg  difabled  from  his  profeffion  for  the  future,  and  to  fuller 
“  ftich  other  punilhment  as  the  high-commijjion  lhall  think  fit. 
“  That  before  any  books  imported  from  abroad  be  fold,  a 
“  catalogue  of  them  lhall  be  delivered  to  the  archbifhop,  or 
<e  bifliop  of  London,  to  be  perilled  by  themfelves  or  their 
“  chaplains.  And  if  there  be  any  fchifmatical,  or  offenfive 
“  books,  they  lhall  be  delivered  up  to  the  bifliop,  or  to 
“  the  high-commiffion,  that  the  offenders  may  be  punifhed. 
“  It  was  further  ordained,  that  no  perfon  fliall  print  beyond 
“  fea  any  Englilh  book  or  books,  whereof  the  greateff  part 
“  is  Englilh,  whether  formerly  printed  or  not;  nor  fliall  any 
“  book  be  reprinted,  though  formerly  licenfed,  without  a 
“  new  licence.  And  finally,  if  any  perfon  that  is  not  an 
“  allowed  printer ,  fliall  fet  up  a  printing-prefs,  he  fliall  be  fet 
“  in  the  pillory,  and  be  whipt  through  the  ftreets  of  London.” 

Thefe  terrible  proceedings,  inflead  of  fervingthe  interefts 
of  the  church  or  Hate,  awakened  the  refentments  of  all  ranks 
and  profeffions  of  men,  again!!  thofe  in  power:  the  laity 
were  as  uneafy  as  the  clergy,  many  of  whom  fold  their  effects, 
and  removed  with  their  families  and  trades  into  Holland  or 
N  ew-England.  This  alarmed  the  king  and  council,  who 
iffued  out  a  proclamation,  April  30th,  1637,  ro  the  follow¬ 
ing  purpofe  :*  “  — - The  king  being  informed,  that  great 

66  numbers  of  his  fubjefts  were  yearly  tranfported  into  New- 

England  with  their  families  and  whole  eftates,  that  they 
cc  might  be  out  of  the  reach  of  ecclefiaftical  authority ;  his  ma- 
cc  jefty  therefore  commands,  that  his  officers  of  the  feveral 
c‘  ports  ffiould  fuffer  none  to  pafs  without  licence  from  the  * 
Q<m  commiffioners  of  the  plantations,  and  a  teftimonial  from 
“  their  minifter  of  their  conformity  to  the  orders  and  difei- 

Rufhworth,  voL  ii.  part  2d,  p.  409, 
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«  pline  of  tlie  church.”  And  to  bar  the  mini/lers,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  order  of  council  was  publiflied : 

O 

a  WHEREAS  it  is  obferved,  that  fuch  minifters  who 
cc  are  not  conformable  to  the  difcipline  and  ceremonies  of  the 
“  church,  do  frequently  tranfport  themfelves  to  the  plant  a - 
“  tions9  where  they  take  liberty  to  nourifli  their  factious  and 
“  fchifmatical  humours,  to  the  hindrance  of  the  good  con- 
“  formity  and  unity  of  the  church  ;  we  therefore  exprefsly 
“  command  you,  in  his  majefty’s  name,  to  fuffer  no  clergy- 
“  man  to  tranfport  himfelf  without  a  teftimonial  from  the 
u  archbifhop  of  Canterbury  and  bilhop  of  London.”* 


This  was  a  degree  of  ieverity  hardly  to  be  paralleled  in 
the  chriftian  world.  When  the  edict  of  Nantz  was  revoked, 
the  French  king  allowed  his  proteflant  fubjecfs  a  convenient 
time  to  difpofe  of  their  effects,  and  depart  the  kingdom;  but 
our  proteflant  archbifhop  will  neither  let  th c  - puritans  live 
peaceably  at  home,  nor  take  fanftuary  in  foreign  countries; 
a  conduft  hardly  confident  with  the  laws  of  humanity,  much 
lefs  with  the  character  of  a  chriftian  bifliop;  but  while  his 
grace  was  running  things  to  thefe  extremities,  the  people  (as 
has  been  obferved)  took  a  general  difguft,  and  almoft  all  Eng¬ 
land  became  nuritan. 


i 

The  bifhops  and  courtier 

i 


s  being  not  infenfible  of  the  num- 


ber  and  weight  of  their  enemies  among  the  more  refolved 

O  o 

proteftants,  determined  to  balance  their  power  by  joining 
the  papifts;  for  which  purpofe  the  differences  between  the 
two  churches  were  faid  to  be  trifling,  and  the  peculiar  doc¬ 
trines  of  popery  printed  and  preached  up,  as  proper  to  be 


received  by  the  church  of  England.  Bilhop  Montague , 
fpeaking  of  the  points  of  faith  and  morality,  affirmed,  that 
none  of  thefe  are  controverted  between  us,  but  that  the 


points  in  difpute  were  of  a  lejfer  nature ,  of  which  a  man  might 
be  ignorant  without  any  danger  of  falv  at  ion  .f  Trane  feus  do 
Clara ,  an  eminent  Francifcan  friar,  publiflied  a  book,  whereir 
he  endeavoured  to  accommodate  the  articles  of  the  churct 
of  England  to  the  fenfe  of  the  church  of  Rome,  fo  that  botli 

parties  might  fubferibe  them.  The  book  was  dedicated  to 

1  / 


*  Rulli worth,  veil.  ii.  part  zd,  p.  410.  f  Ibid,  part  ift,  p.  214. 
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the  .krchbiflTop.«'le  fri"  admittet’  “  “  ac1“ai"““ 

Great  ftrefs  was  laid  upon  the  uninterrupted  fucceffion  of 
the  epifcopal  charaaer  through  the  church  of  Rome-  for 
-mferab  e  -were  we  (lays  Dr.  Paddington )  if  he  that  now  fits 
archbijhop  of  Canterbury  could  not  derive  his  fuccejfionfrom 
St.  Aulhn,  St.  Au.au  from  St.  Gregory,  and  St.  Gregory 
from  St.  Peter.  Dr.  Heylin,  in  his  moderate  anfwer  to  Mr. 
Burton,  has  thefe  words,  That  my  lord  of  Canterbury  that 
now  is,  ts  lineally  defended  from  Si.  Peter  in  a  moft  fair  and 
conftant  tenor  of fucceffion,  you  fall  eafily  find  if  you  confult  the 
learned  labours  of  Mason  de  Minifterio  Anglicano. 

r*  *  *  i  *  i  ?  Of  the  invocation  of 

faints,  in  which  he  fays,  that  departed  faints  have  not  only  a 

memory,  but  a  more  peculiar  charge  of  their  friends ;  and  that 
fame  faints  have  a  peculiar  patronage,  cufiody,  protection  and 
power,  as  angels  have  alfo,  over  certain  perfor.s  and  countries 
byfpecial  deputation;  and  that  it  is  not  impifty  fo  to  believe.! 
Dr.  Lojins  fays,  in  one  of  his  fermons,  that  when  our  reform¬ 
ers  took  away  the  mafs,  they  marred  all  religion  ;  but  that  the 
mafs  was  not  taken  away,  inafmuch  as  the  real  pre fence  of 
Chrifi  remained  fill,  otherwife  it  were  not  a  reformed  but  a 
deformed  religion.  And  in  order  to  perfuade  a  papift  to 
come  to  church,  he  told  him.  That  the  body  of  Chrift  was 
fubfi antially  and  really  in  the  facrament.%  This  divine  printed 
a  colleaion  of  private  devotions,  in  imitation  of  the  Roman 
Horary.  The  frontifpiece  had  three  capital  letters  J.  II.  S. 
upon  thefe  there  was  a  crofs  incircled  with  the  fun,  fop’ 


*  'quotes  a  pafiage  from  the  trial  of  Laud,  by  which  it  appears 

that  he  denied  having  given  any  encouragement  to  the  publication  of  this 
book,  and  had  abfolutely  prohibited  its  being  printed  'in  England ;  that 
tiara  was  never  with  him  till  the  book  was  ready  for  the  prefs,  nor  after¬ 
wards  above  twice  or  thrice  at  moft,  when  he  made  great  friends  to  obtain 
the  archbilhop  _s  fanaion  to  his  printing  another  book,  to  prove  that  bifhops 
are  by  divine  right ;  and  his  requeft  was  again  refufed.  For  the  archbilhop 
replied,  “  that  he  did  not  like  the  way  which  the  church  of  Rome  went  in 
“  [he  cafe  °‘  epifeopacy ;  would  never  confent  to  the  printing  of  anv  fuch 
“  book  be,re  fr°m the  Pen  of  a  Romanift,  and  that  the  bilhopt  of  England 
“  ";'ere  ab'e  to  defend  their  own  caufe,  without  calling  in  the  aid  of  the 
“  church  of  Rome,  and  would  in  due  time.”  Ed. 


t  Rufhwortb,  vol.  i.  p.  2 14.  j  Collyer’s  Ecclef.  Hill.  p.  742. 
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ported  by  two  angels,  with  two  devout  women  praying  to¬ 
wards  it.  The  book  contaius  the  apoftle’s  creed,  the  Lord’s 
prayer  divided  into  feven  petitions,  the  precepts  of  charity, 
the  feven  facraments,  the  three  theological  virtues,  the  eight . 
beatitudes,  the  feven  deadly  fins;  with  forms  of  prayer  for 
the  firfi,  third,  fixth,  and  ninth  hours,  and  for  the  vefpers  and 
compline ,  formerly  called  the  canonical  hours;  then  followed 
the  litany ,  with  prayers  for  the  facrament,  in  time  of  fick- 
nefs,  and  at  the  approach  of  death.  This  book  was  licenfed 
by  the  bilhop  of  London,  and  publickly  fold  when  the  books 
of  the  mod  refolved  proteflants  were  fupprelfed. 

Mr.  Adams ,  in  a  fermon  at  St.  Mary’s  in  Cambridge, 
afferted  the  expedience  of  auricular  confeflion,  faying.  It  was 
as  necejfary  to  falvation  as  meat  is  to  the  body.*  Others 
preached  up  the  dottrine  of  penance ,  and  of  authoritative 
priejlly  abfolution  for  fin .  Some  maintained  the  proper  merit 
of  good  works,  in  oppofition  to  the  received  doftrine  of  j  uni¬ 
fication  by  faith  alone.  Others,  that  in  the  facrament  of  the 
Lord’s-fupper  there  was  a  full  and  proper  facrifice  for  fin. 
Some  declared  for  images,  crucifixes, and  pictures  in  churches, 
for  purgatory,  and  for  preferving,  reverencing,  and  even 
praying  to  the  reliques  of  faints.  The  author  of  the  Eng- 
lilh  Pope,  printed  1643,  fays,  that  Sparrow  paved  the  way 
for  auricular  confejjion ,  W atts  for  penance ,  Heylinyiv  altar 
worjhip,  Montague /ar  faint  worfhip ,  and  Laud  for  the  mafs. 

It  was  a  very  juft  obfervation  of  a  Venetian  gentleman  in 
his  travels  to  England  about  this  time,j*  ^  That  the  univer— 
fities,  bifhops  and  divines  of  England,  daily  embraced  ca- 
tholick  doctrines,  though  they  profefied  them  not  witfl 
“  open  mouth:  they  held  that  the  church  of  Rome  was  a 
“  true  church;  that  the  pope  was  fuperior  to  all  bilhops- 
“  that  to  him  it  pertained  to  call  general  councils;  that  it 
was  lawful  to  pray  for  fouls  departed;  and  that  altars 
ought  to  be  erefted  in  all  churches ;  in  fum,  they  be- 
'  heved  all  that  was  taught  by  the  church  of  Rome,  but  not 
_by  the  court  of  Rome”  Remarkable  are  the  words  of 
Heylm  to  the  fame  purpofe,f  “  The  greatefl  part  of  the  con- 


*  Rulhworth,  p.  137.  Prynne,  p.  195,  &c. 
t  May’s  Hift.  of  Pari.  p.  25.  j  Fuller’s  Appeal,  part  3d,  p.  63, 65. 
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“  troverfy  between  us  and  the  church  of  Rome,  (fays  he) 
not  being  in  fundamentals,  or  in  any  elfential  points  of 
the  chriftian  religion,  I  cannot  otherwife  look  upon  it  but 
cc  as  a  molt  chriftian  and  pious:  work,  to  endeavour  an  agree- 
“  ment  in  the  fuperftru&ure;  as  to  the  lawfulnefs  of  it,  I  could 
“  never  fee  any  reafon  produced  againft  it:  againft  the  impof- 
“  Ability  of  it,  it  has  been  objected,  that  the  church  of  Rome 
64  will  yield  nothing;  if  therefore  there  be  an  agreement, 
“  it  muft  not  be  their  meeting  us,  but  our  going  to  them; 
tc  but  that  all  in  the  church  of  Rome  are  not  fo  ftiff,  appears 
*c  from  the  teflimony  of  the  archbilhop  of  Spalato,  who  ac- 
<c  knowledged  that  the  articles  of  the  church  of  England 
cc  were  not  heretical,  and  by  the  treatife  of  Francifcus  de 
tc  Clara.*  Now  if,  without  prejudice  to  truth,  the  contro* 
“  verfies  might  be  compofed,  it  is  moft  probable  that  other 
proteftant  churches  would  have  fued  to  be  included  in  the^ 
“  peace;  if  not,  the  church  of  England  will  lofe  nothing  by 
“  it,  as  being  hated  by  the  calvinifts,  and  not  loved  by  the 
<c  lutherans.”  This  was  the  ridiculous  court  fcheme  which 
archbilhop  Laud  ufed  all  his  in'tereft  to  accomplilh;  and  it  is 
no  impertinent  ftory  to  our  prefent  purpofe,  becaufe  it  is  well 
attefted,  that  a  certain  countefs  (whofe  hufband’s  father  the 
archbifhop  had  married,  and  thereby  brought  himfelf  into 
trouble)  having  turned  papift,  was  aiked  by  the  archbifhop 
the  caufe  of  her  changing,  to  whom  hie  replied,  It  was  be - 
caufe  Jhe  always  hated  to  go  in  a  crowd .  Being  afked  again 

I*  '  ■* 

*  His  real  name  was  Chriftopher  Da-venport .  He  was  the  Ton  cf  an  al¬ 
derman  of  Coventry,  and  with  his  brother  John  was  fent  to  Merton-college 
in  Oxford,  in  the  year  1613.  John  became  afterwards  a  noted  puritan, 
and  then  au  independent.  Chriftopher ,  by  the  invitation  of  fome  Romifh 
priefts,  living  in  or  near  Oxford,  went  to  ftudy  at  Doway  in  1616.  He 
afterwards  fpent  fome  time  in  the  univerflty  of  Salamanca,  from  whence  he 
returned  to  Doway,  and  read  Arft  philofophv,  and  then  divinity  there.  At 
length  he  became  a  miflionary  into  England,  and  a  chaplain  to  queen  Hen¬ 
rietta  Maria ,  under  the  name  of  Francifcus  a  Sand  a  Clara.  Among!! 
many  learned  works,  of  which  he  was  the  author,  was  an  Exposition  of  the 
Thirty-nine  Articles  in  the  moll  favourable  fenfe.  <f  But,”  fays  biihop 
JVarburton ,  “  it  pleafed  neither  party.”'  The  Spanifti  inquifition  put  it 
into  the  Index  Expurgatorius ;  and  it  would  have  been  condemned  at  Rome, 
had  not  the  king  and  archbifhop  Laud  prefled  Penzano ,  the  pope’s  agent  at 
London,  to  flop  the  profecution.  He  died  the  3  ifl  of  May,  1 680. 

Warburton’s  fupplemental  volume,  p.  483  ;  and  Wood’s  Athene  Oxon, 
vol.  ii.  p.  485,  See.  Ed, 
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the  reafon  of  that  expreffion,  fhe  anfwered,  that  Jhe  per¬ 
ceived  his  grace  and  many  others  were  making  hajle  to  Homeland 
therefore  to  prevent  going  in  a  prefs  Jhe  had  gone  before  them.* 

It  is  certain  the  papifts  were  in  high  reputation  at  court  j 
the  king  counted  them  his  belt  fubjects,  and  relaxed  the  pe¬ 
nal  laws,  on  pretence  that  hereby  foreign  catholick  princes 
might  be  induced  to  floew favour  to  their  fubjeffs  oj  the  reformed 
religion.  Within  the  compafs  of  four  years,  feventy-four 
letters  of  grace  \vere  figned  by  the  king’s  own  hand;  fixty- 
four  priefts  were  difmiffed  from  the  Gate-houfe,  and  twenty- 
nine  by  warrant  from  the  fecretary  of  ftate,  at  the  instance 
of  the  queen,  the  queen  mother,  or  fome  foreign  ambaffador. 
Protections  were  frequently  granted,  to  put  a  Hop  to  the 
proceedings  of  the  courts  of  juftice  againft  them.f  I  have 
before  me  a  lift  of  popifli  recufants  convifted  in  the  twenty- 
nine  Englilh  counties  of  the  fouthern  divifion,  from  the  firft 
of  kina  Charles  to  the  fixteenth,  which  amounts  to  no  lefs 
than  eleven  thoufand  nine  hundred  and  feventy,J  (as  the 
account  was  brought  into  the  long  parliament  by  Mr.  John 
Puford ,  employed  in  their  profecution  by  the  king  himfelf ) 
all  of  whom  were  releafed  and  pardoned.  And  if  their  num¬ 
bers  were  fo  great  in  the  fouth,  how  muff  they  abound  in 
the  northern  and  Welch  counties,  where  they  are  computed 
three  to  one ! 

Many  of  them  were  promoted  to  places  of  the  highePt 
honour  and  truft ;  Sir  Richard  Wefion  was  lord  high-trea- 
Purer,  Sir  Francis  Windebank ,  fecretary  of  ftate;  lord  Cot- 
tington  was  chancellor  of  the  exchequer,  and  Mr.  Pcrtcr ,  of 
the  bed-chamber;  beftdes  thefe,  there  was  lord  Conway,  Sir 
Kenelm  Digby ,  Sir  Toby  Mathews ,  Mr.  Montague ,  jun.  the 
duchefs  of  Montague ,  the  countefs  of  Newport,  and  many 
others,  all  papifts,  who  were  in  high  favour,  j  and  had  the 
king  and  queen’s  ear  whenfoever  they  pleafed.  The  pope 
had  a  nuncio  in  England,  and  the  queen  an  agent  at  Rome  ; 
cardinal  Barberini  was  made  proteftor  of  the  Englilh  nation, 
and  a  fociety  was  erected  under  the  title  of  the  congregation 

*  Fuller’s  Appeal,  p.  61.  f  Rufhworth,vob  ii.  part  2d,  p,  284. 

%  Foxes  and  Firebrands,  part  3d,  p.  75. 

II  Collier’s Ecclef.  Hid,  vol,ii,  p.  780, 
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fir  propagating  the  faith*  Richard  Smith,  titular  billion  of 
C.halcedon,  exercifed  epifcopal  jurifdiction  over  the  Englilh 
catho licks  by  commiffion  from  the  pope;  he  conferred  orders, 
and  appeared  in  Lancafhire  with  his  mitre  and  crofierH 
feignior  Con  01  Cunecus,  the  pope,s  legate,  gained  over  fe- 
veral  of  the  gentry,  and  attempted  the  king  himfelf  by  pre- 
lents  of  little  popilli  toys  and  piftures,  with  which  his  ma- 
jefty  was  wonderfully  delighted.}  The  papifts  had  a  common 
purfe,||  with  which  they  purchafed  feveral  monopolies,  and 
bellowed  the  profits  upon  their  bell  friends;  feveral  of  their 
military  men  weie  put  into  commiffion,  and  great  numbers 
were  lifted  in  his  majefty’s  armies  againft  the  Scots.§ 

But 

§  Fuller’s  Church  Hift.  b.  xi.  p.  137,  Prynne,  p.  198. 

f  Foxes  and  Firebrands,  part  3d,  p.  124. 

t  Mr.  Neal  here  goes  beyond  his  author,  who  fays,  “  Which  yet  could 
prevail  nothing  with  the  king.”  .  But  then  he  remarks  in  the  margin, 
that  it  was  fhange  that  the  king  did  not  fend  Cunreus  packing,  when  he 
„  thus  tempted  and  affaulted  him.”  On  the  truth  and  force  of  this  remark, 
it  pay  be  prefumed,  that  Mr.  Neal  grounded  his  reprefentation  of  the  king’s 
being  delighted  with  the  legate’s  prefents.  For  inftea<j  of  difmiflino-  him, 
he  often  received  him  at  Hampton-court,  and  folicited  his  fervices  for  the 
Palatinate ;  which  certainly  indicated  no  difpleafure  at  his  gifts.  Ed. 

||  Foxes  and  Firebrands,  part  3d,  p.  134. 

§  Dr.  Grey  properly  'obferves  that  the  place  in  Collier  to  which  Mr. 
Neal  here  refers,  mentions  not  one  fyllable  of  this.  The  truth  is,  that 
Collier  is  alledged  only  to  prove  the  influence  which  the  papifts  had  at  court. 
I  have,  therefore,  annexed  the  reference  to  a  preceding  fentence.  The 
do6lor  adds,  iC  nor  do  1  believe,  that  he  (/.£.  Mr.  Neal )  can  produce  the  leaft 
<f  authority  for  his  aflertion,  that  great  numbers  of  papifts  were  lifted  in  his 
0  majefty’s  armies  againft  the  Scots.”  It  is  to  be  wifhed,  that  Mr.  Neal 
had  referred  here  exa&ly  to  his  authority.  But  to  fupply  this  omiflion,  it 
may  be  obferved,  that  the  queen  employed  Sir  Kenelm  Digby  and  Mr.  Walter 
Montague  to  raife  liberal  contributions  for  the  war  from  the  papifts,  whofe 
clergy  vied  with  the  Englilh  on  this  occafion ;  on  this  ground,  fome  ftiled 
the  forces  raifed,  “  The  popijh  army.”  This  circumftance  renders  it,  to 
fay  the  leaft  exceedingly  probable  that  papifts  were  cnlifted.  It  was  after¬ 
ward  charged  on  the  king,  that  he  employed  them  in  his  armies;  the  earl 
of  Neavcaftle  did  not  deny  it;  and  the  parliament  produced  lifts  of  popilh 
officers  in  the  king’s  fervice,  with  their  names,  quality,  and  employs.  It 
was  alfo  urged  againft  the  parliament,  that  there  were  great  numbers  of 
papifts,  botn  commanders  and  others,  in  their  army.  Dr.  G?%ey  quotes 
Dugdale  to  prove  this.  Rapin  obferves  on  this  charge,  that  not  a  Angle 
catholic  was  named  by  thofe  who  brought  the  charge,  nor  were  the  mufter- 
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But  let  the  reader  form  his  judgment  of  the  number  and 
ftrength  of  the  Roman  catholicks  from  lord  Clarendon*  who 
fays,  “  The  papifts  had  for  many  years  enjoyed  a  great  calm, 
“  being  on  the  matter  abfolved  from  the  feverejl  parts  of  the 
«  law,  and  difpenfed  with  for  the  gentlejl.  They  were  grown 
“  to  be  a  part  of  the  revenue,  without  any  probable  danger 
u  of  being  made  a  facrifice  to  the  law.  They  were  looked 
<c  upon  as  good  fubje&s  at  court,  and  good  neighbours  in 
the  country;  all  the  reftraints  and  reproaches  of  former 
“  times  being  forgotten:  But  they  were  not  prudent  mana- 
fC  gers  of  their  profperity,  being  elated  with  the  connivance 
cc  and  protection  they  received;  and  though  I  am  perfuaded 
their  numbers  increafed  not,  their  pomp  and  boldnefs  did 
“  to  that  degree,  that,  as  if  they  aife&ed  to  be  thought  dan- 
“  gerous  to  the  ftate,  they  appeared  more  publickly,  enter- 
ic  tained,  and  urged  conferences  more  avowedly  than  had 
before  been  known.  They  reforted  at  common  hours  to 
tc  mafs  to  Somerfet-houfe,  and  returned  thence  in  great  mul- 
<c  titudes  with  the  fame  barefacednefs  as  others  come  from 
<c  the  Savoy,  or  other  neighbouring  churches.  They  at- 
“  tempted,  and  fometimes  gained  profelytes,  of  weak  unin- 
“  formed  ladies,  with  fuch  circumftances  as  provoked  the 
u  rage,  and  deftroyed  the  charity  of  great  and  powerful  fa- 
<c  milies,  which  longed  for  their  fuppreffion;  they  grew  not 
only  fecret  contrivers,  but  publick  profdfed  promoters  of, 
<c  and  minifters  in  the  mod  odious,  and  mod:  grievous  pro- 
■u  jecls,  as  in  that  of  foap,  formed,  framed  and  executed  by 
“  almoft  a  corporation  of  that  religion,  which  under  that  li- 
C(f  cence  and  notion  might  be,  and  were  fufpe&ed  to  be  qua- 
CQ  lifted  for  other  agitations.  The  priefts  and  fuch  as  were 
£C  in  orders  (orders  that  in  themfelves  were  punilhable  with 
death)  were  departed  from  their  former  modefty  and  fear, 
and  were  as  willing  to  be  known  as  to  be  hearkened  to  ; 
infomuch  that  a  jefuit  at  Paris,  who  was  coming  for  Eng- 


rolls,  to  which  the  appeal  was  made,  ever  publilhed.  Whitlocke’s  Me¬ 
moirs,  p.  31.  Mrs.  Macaulay’s  Hiftory,  vol.  ii.  p.  270.  8vo.  Rapin, 
vol.  ii.  p.  462,  468,  folio.  An  Eflay  towards  a  true  idea  of  the  character 
and  reign  of  Charles  I.  p.  69 ;  and  Dugdale’s  fliort  view  of  the  Troubles* 
&c.  p,  105,  564.  Ed. 

*  Vol,  i.  p.  148, 
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4C  land,  had  the  boldnefs  to  vifit  the  ambaflador  there,  who 
“  knew  him  to  be  fuch,  and  offering  him  his  fervice,  ac¬ 
quainted  him  with  his  journey,  as  if  there  had  been  no 
<!>  laws  there  for  his  reception;  and  for  the  mod  invidious 
protection  and  countenance  of  that  whole  party,  a  publick 
cc  agent  from  Rome,  (firft  Mr.  Con,  a  Scottifti  man,  and  after 
him  the  count  of  Rofetii  an  Italian)  refided  in  London  in 
44  great  pomp,  publickiy  vifited  the  court,  and  was  avowedly 
reforted  to  by  the  catholicks  of  all  conditions,  over  whom 
he  affumed  a  particular  jurifdi&ion,  and  was  careffed  and 
4  prefented  magnificently  by  the  ladies  of  honour  who  in- 
c  dined  to  that  profeffion.  They  had  likewife  with  more 
noile  and  vanity,  than  prudence  would  have  admitted, 
made  publick  collections  of  money  to  a  confiderable  fum, 
upon  fome  recommendations  from  the  queen,  and  *  to  be 
by  her  majefty  prefented,  as  a  free-will  offering  from  his 
Roman  catholick  fubjeCts  to  the  king,  for  the  carrying  on 
the  war  againft  the  Scots;  which  drew  upon  them  the 
c4  rage  of  that  nation,  with  little  devotion  ’and  reverence  to 
the  queen  herfelf,  as  if  fire  defired  to  fupprefs  the  protef- 
44  tant  religion  in  one  kingdom  as  well  as  the  other,  by  the 
44  arms  of  the  Roman  catholicks.” 

From  this  account,  compared  with  the  foregoing  relation, 
it  is  evident  there  never  was  a  ftronger  combination  in  favour 
of  popery,  nor  was  the  proteftant  religion  at  any  time  in  a 
more  dangerous  crifis,  being  deferted  by  its  pretended 
friends,  while  it  was  fecretly  undermining  by  its  molt  power¬ 
ful  enemies. 

The  cafe  was  the  fame  with  the  civil  liberties  and  proper¬ 
ties  of  the  people;  no  man  had  any  thing  that  he  could  call 
his  own  any  longer  than  the  king  pleafed;  for  in  the  famous 
trial  of  Mr.  Hampden ,  of  Buckinghamshire,  in  the  cafe  of 
fhip-money,  all  the  judges  of  England,  except  Crook  and 
Hutton *  gave  it  for  law,  That  the  king  might  levy  taxes  on  the 
fubjecl  by  writ  under  the  great  feal ,  without  grant  of  parlia¬ 
ment  ,  in  cases  of  necessity;  or  when  the  kingdom  was  i n 
danger;  of  which  danger  and  necessity  his  majefty 
was  the  foie  and  final  judge  ;  and  that  by  law  his  majefty 
ndght  compel  the  doing  thereof  in  cafe  of  refufal  or  refradori - 

*  Rapin,  vol.  if  p.  295-96,  folio  edit 
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This  dcIHWina'ion  was  entered  in  all  the  cpurts  of 
Weftminller-hall;  and,  the  judges  were  commanded  to  de¬ 
clare  it  in  their  circuits  throughout  the  '“'fc  “  ^  “J 
that' no.  man  might  plead  ignorance.  ihe  da  iage a  d 
«  mifchicf  cannot  be  expreffed  (lays  lord  Clarendon*)  that 
«'  the  crown  fuftained  by  the  deferved  reproach  and  infamy 
“  that  attended  this  behaviour  of  the  judges,  who  out  of 
«  their  courtlhip  fubmitted  the  grand  queftions  of  law  to  be 
<c  meafured  by  what  they  call  the  ftandard  of  general  reafon 
«  and  neceflity”  While  thefe  extraordinary  methods  of  rad- 
mg  money  were  built  only  upon  the  prerogati  ve,  people 
were  more  patient,  hoping  that  feme  time  or  other  the  law 
would  recover  its  power;  but  when  they  were  declare  )y 
all  the  judges  to  be  the  very  law  itfefyfud  a  rule  for  deter¬ 
mining  fuits  between  the  king  and  fubjeft,  they  were  /truck 
with  defpair,  and  concluded  very  juftly  that  magtia  charta 
and  the  old  Englifn  cofiftitution  were  .at  an  end..  :  • 

Let  the  reader  now  recolleft  liimfelf,  and  then  judge,  or 
the  candour  of  the  noble  liiftorian,  who,  notwithft andmg  the 
cruel  perfecutions  and  oppreffions  already  mentioned,  cele¬ 
brates  the  felicity  of  thefe  times  in  the  following  woids. 
cc  Now,  after  all  this,  I  muft  be  fo  juft  as  to  fay,  tiiat  fioui 
«  the  diffolution  of  the  parliament  in  the  fourth  year  of  the 
cc  king,  to  the  beginning  of  the  long  parliament,  which  was 
cc  about  twelve  years,  this  kingdom  and  all  his  majefty  s 
dominions  enjoyed  the  greateft  calm,  and  the  fulleft  mea- 
fure  of  felicity,  that  any  people,  in  any  age,  for  fo  long 
time  together  have  been  blefled  with,  to  the  wondei  and 
envy  of  all  other  parts  of  chriftendom : — the  court  was 
in  great  plenty,  or  rather  excefs  and  luxury,  the  country 
rich  and  full,  enjoying  the  pleafure  of  its  own  wealth  ; 
the  church  flourilhed  with  learned  and  extraordinary  men; 
and  the  proteftant  religion  was  more,  advanced  againft  the 
£C  church  of  Rome,  by  the  writings  of  archbifhop  Laud  and 
Chillingworthy  than  it  had  been  fince  the  reformation 
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Trade  increafed  to  that  degree,  that  wre  were  the  exchange 
£C  of  Chriftendom ;  foreign  merchants  looking  upon  no- 
u  thing  fo  much  their  own  as  what  they  had  laid  up  in  the 
a  warehoufes  of  this  kingdom - The  reputation  of  the 
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“  muchmore'uianTny  of  his  ki”g  ^  f°Kif  prinC£s  ** 
“  a  complement  of ^il  l,r  Progenitors  And  hftth  for 

“  under  the  protection  of  .  <;,.b  eir'nfs’  cfl(7  were  enj°yed 
“  fltion  ,Pn2“  Qn  7  d  klnS  of  the  moft  harmlefs  difpo- 

“  chaftitv  ^  Xemp  ary  P,ety>  and  the  greateft  fobrietv 

«  d„we7;4  nnT^’  ,h  V"/  P™“  had  beeTSl 

“  was  proud  o’f  upon  his  death  bed'  ^  th“  Wl’i!  ■ h  P"itk‘ 
«  That  no  Envlifhm™  u  death-bed,  concern,ng  his  citizens, 

“  occafton.  if/f  word  laCwffe  Z™1  th™gh  Ms 

«  Wilkin  .w  _  ’  many  wife  men  thought  it  a  time 

“  well  reconciled  rp^St”*'^""  “*  were  as 

Bh5sHog  lT\  "h°  oi 

left  when  mZ ^  WasJth5  hbertyor  fafety  of  the  fub- 

iina  had  \  JnrH“Chcaua  ard  ^  PeMon  °f  right ,  which  the 
imU  f  ¥  111  foil  parliament,  were  fwallowed  up  in  the 

wei fefchated?  P°^?  and  the  ftatute  ^  of  the  land 
fovereian  J;  if  d  7  ]  7*  °f  S^rnment  depending  upon  the 

inZ?3*  „f,  ^  P-eafUre  °f  the  crown?  ^  the court  was 

ZZ  fZnd  !rry\lt  Was  Wlth  the  Plunder  of  the  people, 

and  ntbpr  Ml  benevo,ences>  fhip-money,  monopolies, 

and  other  illegal  taxes  on  merchandize.  Th c  country  las  fo 

JZjZ  *g7VmS-r\d\  and  wealt^  that  k  was  every  year 
S )ff,  f  7Ilab,taIlts  and  fubftance,  as  appears  not 
imiVft  }’  °f  °f  -the  foreiSn  manufacturers,  but  by  his 

traifnnrrrf10CfTatl0n!’  f°rbidding  any  of  his  fubjecTs  to 
oir  hi  V  !andveS  and  their  effe£ts  to  New-England  with- 

r  /h  Iht'T  7Ke-  WaS  ft  P°ffibIe  tbat  rould flou- 

hv  the  rft  C,very  branch  of  k  was  engroflbd,  and  fold 

oertJ' 0f?w  v* iargC  ^  °f  m.oneJ'’  and  when  the  pro¬ 
call  frr  r  C  °  ^  C  WaS  P°  Precar'ousa  that  the  king  might 
nrnn,°  ,  "P°n  any  occafion,  and  in  cafe  of  refufal  ruin  the 
p  op.  letoi  by  exorbitant  lines  and  imprifonment?  Did  no  Eng- 

Jornan  wear  a  mourning  gown  hi  thefe  times,  when  the  Seldens, 

*  L<Kd  CIarendon’s  Reprefentation  of  the  Times,  vol.  i.  p.  74, 76. 
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the  Hollis's  the  Elliots ,  the  Strouds ,  the  Hobarts,  the  Valen- 
tines  the  Cordons,  and  other  patriots,  were  taken  out  of 
the  parliament-houfe,  and  ftiut  up  for  many  years  in  dole 
prifons,  where  fome  of  them  periftied?  How  many  of  the 
nobility  and  gentry  were  punifhed  with  exorbitant  fines  in 
the  ftar-chamber?  HoW  many  hundred  miniders  and  others 
were  ruined  in  the  high-commiffion,  or  forced  from  their 
native  country  into  banifhment,  contrary  to  law  ?  The  gaols 
in  the  feveral  counties  were  never  free  from  hate  or^  church 
prifoners  during  the  pad  twelve  years  of  his  majedy  s  icign, 
and  yet  it  feems  no  Englifhman  wore  ci  mourning  gown  tht  ouyj? 
his  occafion?  Is  it  poffible  to  believe,  that  the  reputation  of 
the  greatnefs  and  power  of  king  Charles  I.  with  foi  eign  piinces, 
(, however  harmlefs ,  pious,  fober,  chafe,  and  merciful,  he  might 
be )  was  equal  to  that  of  Queen  Elizabeth  or  king  Henry 
VIII  ?  What  fervice  did  he  do  by  his  arms  or  counfels  for 
the  protedant  religion,  or  for  the  liberties  or  tranquility  of 
Europe?  When  his  majedy’s  affairs  were  in  the  greatefl 
didrefs,  what  credit  had  he  abroad i  Or  where  was  the  fo¬ 
reign  prince  (except  his  own  fon-in-law)  that  would  lend  him 
either  men  or  money  ?  If  the  protejlant  religion  was  advanced 
in  /peculation  by  the  writings  of  archbijhop  Laud  and  Chilling- 
worth;  is  it  not  fufficiently  evident  that  the  Roman  catho- 
licks  were  prodigioufly  increafed  in  numbers,  reputation  and 
influence?  Upon  the  whole,  the  people  of  England  were  fo 
far  from  enjoying  a  full  meafure  of  felicity ,  that  they  groaned 
under  a  yoke  of  the  heaviefl  oppreflion,  and  were  prepared 
to  lay  hold  of  any  opportunity  to  affert  their  liberties ;  fo 
that  to  make  his  lordfliip’s  reprefentation  of  the  times  con¬ 
fident  with  truth,  or  with  his  own  behaviour  in  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  the  long  parliament,  one  is  almod  tempted  to  fufpedt 
it  mud  have  received  fome  amendments  or  colourings  from 
the  hands  of  his  editors.  This  was  the  date  of  affairs  at  the 
end  of  the  pacifick  part  of  this  reign,  and  forwards  to  the 
beginning  of  the  long  parliament. 
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^r0m  the  beilnmnS  of  the  Commotions  in  Scotland ,  ft  the 
Long  Parliament  in  the  Year,  x  640. 
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WE  are  now  entering  upon  a  fct 

opened  in  the  North,  and  in  a  tew  years  like  a 

g"j?  rp  t’  °ter5,read  b0th  «*$■*  ^  involved  hem 
L=£»  ±?,0f  a,Civ,il  war-  If  nnchbillmp  LaudSZ 

Enrlmtd  done  h  '™  i  b,emg  mctr!jPdnan  °f  the  churcb  of 
tfc  5  h,e  miSIu  have  gone  to  his  grave  in  peace'  • 

uoongrd  ffng  ^  ^  jU!'ifdiaion  of  another  church  founded 

head  -mrl  ereilt  pVnciPles’  lie  pui,ed  down  both  upon  his 
liead  and  was  buried  m  the  ruins. 

We  have  mentioned  the  prepoftcrous  publilhing  the  Scots 

book  of  canons  a  year  before  their  liturgy,  which  was  not 

fimflied  till  the  month  of  October  1636.  His  majefty’s  rea- 

<5ns  compiling  it  were,  that  “  his  royal  father  had  in- 

tc  ?ended  n,  and  made  a  confiderable  progrefs  in  the  work 

«  ScThfed  to  T\  fUTh  °f  J”5  v^8  in  Scot,and  as  were 

inclined  to  puntamfm-,  that  his  prefent  majefly  refolved 

e  P,Ur  ue  the/a1me  de%n>  and  therefore  contented  to  the 

c  S  °r/?/S  b°°^  (whivhwas  *n  fnbftance  the  fame 
with  the  Enghjh  liturgy)  thattne  Roman  party  might  not 

,s  "Pbraid  us  w,m  any  material  differences,  and  yet  it  was 
cc  J.iat  drfunft,  that  it  might  be  truly  reputed  a  book  of 
,  a'*at  caurch  s  compofing,  and  eftablifhed  by  his  royal  au- 
“  thorny  as  king  of  Scotland.’5*  } 

'1,'he  compilers  of  this  liturgy  were  chiefly  Dr.  Wederburne , 
aScoo  aivme,  benefited  111  England,  but  now  biftiop  of 
iJimblcim  ;  and  Dr.  Maxwell,  bifliop  of  Roffe.  Their  in- 
Ki  uitions  from  England  were,  to  keep  fuch  catholick  faints 
in  ,tne.r  calendar  as  were  in  the  Englifh,  and  that  fuch  new 
Junns  as  were  adoed  ihould  be  the  moil  approved,  but  in  no 
ai.e  to  omit  St.  George  and  St.  Patrick-,  that  in  the  book 

*  Kufh worth,  vol,  i,  part  2d,  p.  386. 
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of  orders  thofe  words  in  the  Englifli  book  be  not  changed, 
Reccte  ye  the  Holy  Ghojl ;  and  that  fundry  leffons  out  of 
fte  apocrypha  be  inferred;  befides  thefe,  the  word  prejbyter 
was  inferred  inftead  of  priejl-,  and  the  water  m  the  font  for 
baptifin  was  to  be  confecrated.  There  was  a  benediction  or 
thankfgiving  for  departed  faints. ;  fome  paffages  m  the  com- 
InionWc  altered  it.  favour  of  the  nd  ,refi,ue;  the ru- 
bricks  contained  inftrnflions  to  the  poop  e,  when 
and  when  to, fit  or  kneel;  to  all  which  the  Scots  had  hi¬ 
therto  been  Grangers.  The  main  parts  of  the  liturgy  we 
the  fame  with  the  Englifli,  that  there  might  be  an  appear¬ 
ance  of  uniformity  ;  it  was  revifed,  corrected,  and  altered  y 
archbifliop  Laud  and  bifliop  Wren,  as  appeared  by  the  ori¬ 
ginal  found  in  die  archbifliop’ s  chamber  in  the  low ei,  in 
which  the  alterations  were  inferred  with  his  own  hand. 

The  liturgy  thus  modelled,  was  fent  into  Scotland,  with  a 
roval  proclamation,  dated  December  20,  1636,  comman  - 
ing  alibis  majefty’s  loving  fubjects  of  that  kingdom  to  re- 
ceive  it  with  reverence,  as  the  only  form  his  majcjty  thinks  jit 
to  be  ufed  in  that  kirk,  without  fo  much  as  laying  it  before  a 
convocation,  fynod,  general-aflembly,  or  parliament  of  that 
nation.  It  was  appointed  to  be  read  firft  on  Ealtei  Sunday, 
1627,  againft  which  time  all  pariflies  were  to  be  pi  o\  idea 
with  two  books  at  leaf! ;  but  the  outcries  of  the  peop  e 
againft  it  were  fo  vehement,  that  it  was  thought  adviieabie 
to  delay  it  to  the  23d  of  July,  that  the  lords  of  the  feflion 
Tor  judges]  might  fee  the  fuccefs  of  it  before  the  end  of  the 
term,  which  always  ends  the  firft  of  Auguft,  in  order  to  re¬ 
port  in  their  feveral  counties  the  peaceable  receiving  the 
book  at  Edinburgh  and  parts  adjacent.  The  archbifliop  of 
St.  Andrew’ s,  with  fome  of  his  more  prudent  brethren, 
forefeeing  the  diforders  that  would  arife,  advifed  the  defer¬ 
ring  it  yet  longer  ;  but  archbifliop  Laud  was  fo  fanguine  of 
fuccefs,  that  he  procured  a  warrant  from  the  king,  com¬ 
manding  the  Scots  bifhops  to  go  forward  at  all  events, 
threatening  that  if  they  moved  heavily,  or  threw  in  unne- 
ceffary  delays,  the  king  would  remove  them,  and  fill  their 
fees  with  churchmen  of  more  zeal  and  refolution.* 

*  This,”  fays  Dr.  Grey,  “  is  not  very  likely,  and  as  he  [i.  e.  Mr.  AW] 
«  produces  no  vouchers  for  what  he  fays,  he  cannot  reafonably  take  it  amifs 
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.  obedience  therefore  to  the  royal  command,  notice  hav 
mg  been  given  m  all  the  pulpits  of  Edinburgh  that  the  Sun" 

be^read°'W H]f  the 

Peopled{r  St n/J  "u  therewas  avaft  concourfeof 

Lbl  111,  S  °A  a-  °K-nhe  Sreat  church>  where  both  the 
thr1r  PS  lnd  dlVers  Mlops,  together  with  the  lords  of 
the  feffion,  the  magiftrates  of  Edinburgh,  and  manv  of  the 

co„„a  ,  were  afcnbled;  but  as  f„„„  J  the  ITbLant 
read  the  fervice  was  interrupted  by  clapping  of  hands  and 
an  hideous  no.fe  among  the  meaner  fort  of  people  at  the 

obfervina  ftethfe-ChUr?J  W,hldl  the  bifll°P  ^  Edinburgh 

then  buttWpmtK  thePuIPlt:’and  endeavoured  to  quiet 

wards  the  dlfturbance  mcreafmg,  a  ftool  was  thrown  to- 

dtvta^e  f  fk;  ,Up°n  7hlch  the  Ptovoft  and  bailiffs  of  the 

city  came  from  their  places,  and  with  much  difficulty  thrult 
out  the  populace,  andfhut  the  church  doors  j  yet  fuch  were 

jno.  a™™!  j°m  out’  raPPmg  at  the  doors,  and  throw- 
,  °  ,  at  tbe  windows,  that  it  was  with  much  difficulty 

tie  hZW£m  thr°UghfW?h  tbe  fervice>  a»d  when  he  and 
le,  fl'°P  T!e.out  of  church  in  their  habits,  they  were 
n  danger  of  being  torn  in  pieces  by  the  mob,  who  fol- 

CT'Vrag  P°"  ,hem  do'™’  *  «  fit*. a- 

Between  the  two  formons  the  magiflrates  took  proper 
measures  ror  keeping  the  peace  in  the  afternoon,  but  after 
evening  prayer  the  tumult  was  greater  than  in  the  morning; 
for  the  earl  of  Roxburgh  returning  to  his  lodgings  with  the 
bnnop  in  his  coach,  was  fo  pelted  with  ftones,  and  preffed 
upon  by  the  multitude,  that  both  were  in  danger  of  their 
.  -J he  clergy  who  read  the  liturgy  in  the  other  churches, 
et  Wjtb  tbe  hke  ufage,  mfomuch  that  the  whole  city  was 

if  we  don’t  readily  aflent  to  it.”  To  this  it  is  fufficient  to  reply  that 
-A  foil  IS  Hated  by  Collier  m  his  Ecclefiaftical  Hiftory,  vol.  ii^  ^70 
words  Mr.  A  cal  ufes.  The  eagernefs  of  Laud  to  carry  this’  point 
f  hy  the  earl  of  Traquair,  who  carried  a  letter  to  him  from 

j  "  ,  r]  ,fely  P.referred  Syotch  bifhops,  who  had  an  over-balance  of 

S“LP  r  l’.  •T"2'  execLutl0Jn  and  di(P*tch  in  the  bufmefs.  In  this  in- 
ftance  tne  arcWnihop  was  the  dupe  of  the  infidious  policy  of  the  earl  of 

&  Wh°fe  S’m  Waf’  bv  Pufldng  *ings  to  extremity,  to  ruin  the  older 

I'!  j  ‘‘  ’  Wh0’  -he  ‘hoVRht' llood  in  the  way  of  his  ambitious  view* 

and  might  grow  too  big  for  his  intereft,”  F,p. 
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in  an  uproar,  though  it  did  not  yet  appear  that  any  befides 
the  meaner  people  were  concerned  in  it;*  however,  the  lords 
of  the  council  thought  proper  to  difpenfe  with  reading  the 
fervice  next  Sunday,  till  their  exprefs  returned  from  Eng¬ 
land  with  further  inflruftions,  which  Laud  difpatched  with 
all  expedition,  telling  them,  It  was  the  king's  firm  refolution 
that  they  Jhould go  on  with  their  work,  and  blaming  them 
highly  for  fufpending  it. 

Among  the  miniflers  who  oppofed  reading  the  liturgy 
were  the  reverend  Mr.  Ramfay ,  Mr.  Rollock ,  Mr.  Henderforiy 
Mr.  Hamilton ,  and  Mr.  Bruce ,  who  were  charged  with  letters 
of  horning  for  their  difobedience.  But  they  ltood  by  what 
they  had  done,  and  in  their  petition  to  the  council  gave  the 
following  reafons  for  their  conduit;  “  (i.)  Becaufe  the fer - 
u  vice-book  had  not  been  warranted  by  a  genera!  affembly, 

which  is  the  reprefentative  body  of  the  kirk,  nor  by  any 
“  ait  of  parliament.  (2.)  Becaufe  the  liberties  of  the  Scots 

kirk,  and  the  form  of  worfhip  received  at  the  reformation, 
“  and  univerfally  praitifed,  flood  {till  warranted  by  aits  of 
“  the  general-affembly,  and  aits  of  parliament.  (3.)  Becaufe 
<c  the  kirk  of  Scotland  is  a  free  and  independent  kirk,  and 
6 6  therefore  her  own  paflors  are  the  proper  judges  what  is 
“  molt  for  her  benefit.  (4.)  Some  of  the  ceremonies  con- 
u  tained  in  this  book  have  occafioned  great  divifions  in  the 
<c  kirk,  for  as  much  as  they  are  inconfiftent  with  the  form  of 
“  worfhip  praitifed  in  it,  and  fymbolize  with  the  kirk  of 
“  Rome,  which  is  antichrifiian .  (5.)  Becaufe  the  people, 

“  having  been  otherwife  taught,  are  unwilling  to  receive  the 
tc  new  book  till  they  are  better  convinced.”  Thefe  reafons 
were  of  weight  with  the  council,  but  they  durft  not  fhew  fa¬ 
vour  to  the  prifoners  without  allowance  from  England,  which 
could  not  be  obtained;  the  zealous  archbifhop  flopping  his 
ears  againfl  all  gentle  methods  of  accommodation,  hoping  to 
bear  down  all  oppofition  with  the  royal  authority. 

While  the  country  people  were  bufy  at  harvefl,  things 
were  pretty  quiet,  but  when  that  was  over  they  came  to 
Edinburgh  in  great  numbers,  and  raifed  new  diflurbances, 
upon  which  the  council  ifTued  out  three  proclamations;  one 
ior  the  people  that  came  out  of  the  country  to  return  home; 

*  Ruikworth’s  Colle&ion,  vol.  ii.  p.  388. 
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a  fecond,  for  removing  the  feffion  or  term  from  Edinburgh 
to  Linlithgow;  and  a  third,  for  calling  in  and  burning  a  fedi- 
tious  pamphlet,  called  a  Difcourfe  againft  the  Englijh  Popifh 
Ceremonies ,  obtruded  on  the  Kirk  of  Scotland  ;*  all  dated 
October  1 7,  1637.  Thefe  proclamations  inflamed  the  people 
to  fuch  a  degree,  that  the  very  next  day,  the  biflrop  of  Gal- 
loway  would  have  been  torn  in  pieces  by  the  mob,  as  he  was 
going  to  the  council-houfe,  if  he  had  not  been  refcued  by 
Mr.  Steward-,  but  miffing  of  his  lordfliip  they  befet  the 
council-houfe,  and  threatened  to  break  open  the  door;  info- 
much  that  the  lords  who  were  aflembled,  were  obliged  to 
fend  for  fome  of  the  popular  nobility  in  town  to  their  relief* 
however,  the  people  w  ould  not  cufperfe,  till  the  council  had 
promifed  to  join  with  the  other  lords  in  petitioning  the  kino- 
againft  th cfervice-book,  and  to  reftore  the  filenced  minifters.^ 
Soon  after  this,  two  petitions  were  prefented  to  the  lord- 
chancellor  and  council  againft  the  liturgy  and  canons;  one 
in  the  name  of  ad  the  men,  women,  children,  and  fervants  of 
Edinburgh  ;  and  tne  other  10  the  name  of  the  noblemen, 
barons,  gentry,  minifters,  and  burgeffes.  Their  objections’ 
againft  them,  were  the  fame  with  thofe  already  mentioned. 
The  petitions  were  tranfmittted  to  the- king,  who,  inftead  of 
returning  3.  foft  anfwer,  ordered  a  proclamation  to  be  pub¬ 
lic  from.  Stirling  [Feb.  19,  1637,]  againft  the  late  difpr- 
derly  tumults,  in  which,  after  having  declared  his  abhorrence 
of  all  fuperjlitiort  and  popery,  he  exprefled  his  difpleafure 
againft  the  petitioners;  and,  to  prevent  any  further  riots,  his 
majefty  ordered  the  term  or  feffion  to  be  removed  from  Lin¬ 
lithgow  to  Stirling,!  twenty-four  miles  from  Edinburgh, 

»  .... 

*  Rufhworth,  vol.  i.  part  2d,  p.  400. 

f  “  There  is  no  order  given  in  this  proclamation  (I  will  take  upon  me 
<c  to  lay,  having  peruied  it  carefully)  for  the  netnoaoal  of  the  feffion  or  term 
“from  Linlithgow  to  Stirling,  as  Mr.  Neal  affirms.”  Dr.  Grey. 
This  is  true ;  and  Mr.  Neal’s  inaccuracy  here  lieth  in  reprefenting  the 
removal  of  the  feffion  from  Linlithgow  to  Stirling  as  directed  by  this  pro¬ 
clamation ;  whereas  it  was  the  a&  of  the  council,  after  the  earl  *  of  Roxbo- 
rough. arrived  in  Scotland  with  certain  inftruftions  from  the  king  to  the 
council,  twho  < were  to  meet  at  Dalkeith,  to  confider  of  the  di {ordered 
affairs  or  the  kingdom.  It  fhould  feem,  that  this  removal  was  in  confe- 
quence  of  thofe  infiruflions ;  efpecially  as  the  proclamation  exprefsly  in¬ 
hibited  there  fort;  of  die  people  to  Stirling,  “  where,”  fays  his  majefty, 

“  oar 
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with  a  ftrift  injunftion  that  noftranger  ftiould  refort  thither 
without  fpecial  licenfe.  His  majefty  alfo  forbad  all  affemblies 
or  convocations  of  people  to  frame  or  fign'  petitions  upon 
pant  of  high  treafon,*and  yet  declared  at  the  fame  time  that 
he  would  not  fliut  his  ears  againft  them,  if  neither  the  form 
or  matter  were  prejudicial  to  his  royal  authority. 

Upon  publifliing  this  proclamation  fundry  noblemen,  ba¬ 
rons,  minifters,  and  burghers,  met  together,  and  figned  the 
following  proteft  :  “  1 .  That  it  is  the  undoubted  right 
«  of  the  fiibj  efts  of  Scotland,  to  have  immediate  recourfe 
«  to  the  king  by  petition.  2.  That  archbifhops  and  bi- 
«  fltops  ought  not  to  fit  in  any  judicatory  in  this  kingdom, 
«  civil  or  ecclefiaftical,  till  they  have  purged  themfelves  of 
«  thofe  crimes  which  are  ready  to  be  proved  agaiuft  them. 
«  »  That  no  proclamation  of  council,  in  prefence  of  the 
“  archbijhops  or  bi/hops,  fhall  be  prejudicial  to  any  of  our  pra¬ 
te  ceedings.  4.  That  neither  we  nor  any  that  adhere  to  us 
“  (liall  incur  any  damages  for  not  obferving  the  liturgy  or 
«  book  of  canons,  as  long  as  it  is  not  efablifhed  by  general 
«  ajfembly  or  aft  of  parliament.  5.  That  if  any  inconvenience 
«  fall  out  (which  God  prevent)  upon  preffing  the  late  inno- 
“  vations,  we  declare  the  fame  is  not  to  be  imputed  to  us. 
“  6.  That  all  our  proceedings  in  this  affair  have  no  other 
“  tendency  but  the  prefervation  of  the  true  reformed  reli- 
tc  gion,  and  the  laws  and  liberties  of  the  kingdom. 

The  council,  being  apprehenfive  of  danger  from  thefe 
large  affemblies  and  combinations  of  people,  agreed,  that  if 
they  would  return  peaceably  to  their  houfes,  they  might  ap¬ 
point  fome  of  their  number  of  all  ranks  and  orders  to  re- 
prefent  the  reft,  till  his  majefty’s  pleafure  concerning  their 
proteft  ftiould  be  further  known,  f  Accordingly  four  tables, 
as  they  were  called,  were  erefted  at  Edinburgh;  one  of  the 
nobility,  another  of  the  gentry,  a  third  of  the  burroughs. 


“  our  council  fits,”  without  a  warrant.  Rulliworth,  vol.  ii.  part  2d,  p.  730. 
Gutbry,  as  quoted  by  Dr.  Harris,  exprefsly  fays,  that  the  king’s  proclaim, 
tion  ordained  that  the  council  and  feffions  Ihould  remove  from  Edinburgh,, 
firft  to  Lithgoe,  and  afterwards  to  Stirling. 

Life  &c.  of  Charles  I.  p.  282.  Ed, 

*  Rulhworth,  vol.  ii.  part  2d,  p.  731-32. 
f  Ibid.  vol.  i.  part  zd,  734, 
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atlA  ?  5^  minifters.  Thefe  prepared  and  di 

gellea  matters  for  the  general  talk,  formed  of  commiffioners 

««  mten  ’  ”  *'  “*  “d  bM"« 

One  of  the  firfl  things  concluded  upon  by  the  tables 
was  the  renewing  their  confeffion  of  faith,  and  the  solemn 
league  AND  covenant,  fubfcribed  by  kin*  fames  and 
his  royal  houfltold  March  o,  . 58c,  L  bf 

Scots  nation  in  the  year  1590,  with  a  general  band  for 
maintenance  of  true  religion  and  the  king’s  perfon.  To  this 
covenant  was  now  added  a  narrative  of  fundry  afts  of  par 
liament,  by  which  the  reformed  religion  had  been  ratified 
imce  that  time,  with  an  admonition,  wherein  the  late  in  no 
•nations  were  renounced,  and  a  band  of  defence  for  adhering 
to  each  other  in  the  prefent  caufe.*  5 

In  their  covenant  they  declare  in  the  moil  folemn  manner, 
i  hat  they  believe  with  their  hearts,  confefs  with  their 
mouths,  and  fubfcribe  with  their  hands,  that  the  confefTion 
of  faith  then  eftabliffied  by  aft  of  parliament  is  the' true 
chi iftian  faith  and  religion,  and  the  only  ground  of  their 
falvation.  X  iiey  further  declare  their  abhorrence  of  all 
kinds  of  papilla  y  in  general,  and  then  enumerate  fundry 
pax  titulars  01  popifti  uoftrine,  dilcipline,  and  ceremonies 
as  the  pope’s  pretended  primacy  over  the  chriftian  church - 
t;  his  five  baftard  facraments ,  the  doftrine  of  tranfubfiantia- 

“  thn, - the  mafs ,  purgatory , - prayers  for  the  dead , 

c*  anc' m  an  unknown  language ,  —  jufiification  by  works, _ 

auricular  confeffion,  —  cr fifes,  images,  altars ,  dedicating 
of  kirks,  with  all  other  rites,  figns,  and  traditions,  brought 
into  the  kirk  without  or  contrary  to  the  word  of  God.  All 
which  they  promife  to  oppofe  to  the  utmoft  of  their 
tc  power,  and  to  defend  the  ancient  doftrine  and  difcipline 
“  of  their  kirk  all  the  days  of  their  lives,  under  the  pains 
“  contained  in  the  law,  and  danger  both  of  body  and  foul 
“  in  the  day  of  God’s  fearful  judgment,  protelting,  and  call- 
“  >ng  the  fearcher  of  all  hearts  to  witnefs,  thattheir  minds  and 
<£  hearts  do  fully  agree  with  this  their  confeffion,  promifes, 

“  oath  and  fubfcriptions.  They  proteft  and  promife,  under 
“  the  fame  oath,  hand-writing,  and  pains,  to  defend  the 

*  Nalfon’s  Colledtion,  p.  20. 
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“  king’s  royal  perfon  and  authority  with  their  goods,  bodies: 
cc  and  lives,  in  defence  of  Chrift’ s  gofpel,  the  liberties  of 
“  their  country,  the  adminiftration  of  juftice,  and  punilhment 
cc  of  iniquity  againft  all  his  enemies  within  the  realm  and 
cc  without;  and  this  they  do  from  their  very  hearts,  as  they 
“  hope  God  will  be  their  defence  in  the  day  of  death,  and 
“  the  coming  of  the  Lord  Jefus  Chrift.  To  whom  with  the 
cc  Father  and  the  Holy  Spirit,  be  all  honour  and  glory 
“  eternally.” 

Then  follows  a  recital  of  the  a<fts  of  parliament,  by  which 
the  reformed  religion  was  eftablilhed  among  them.  But  in- 
Head  of  the  band  of  defence  annexed  to  the  covenant  of  1580, 
they  framed  a  new  one,  fuited  to  the  prefent  time,  in  which, 
after  reciting  the  king’s  coronation  oath,  they  declare, 
cc  That  as  they  will  defend  the  king’s  royal  perfon  and  au- 
cc  thority,  they  will  alfo  fupport  the  authority  of  parliaments, 
upon  which  the  fecurity  of  their  lands,  livings,  rights,  and 
“  properties,  depend,  and  without  which  neither  any  law, 
“  nor  lawful  judicatory,  can  be  eftablilhed.  They  declare 
“  the  late  innovations  brought  into  the  kirk  to  be  contrary 
“  t0  the  do&rine  and  difcipline  of  it,  and  contrary  to  the  co - 
“  venant  abovementioned,  and  therefore  they  will  forbear 
“  the  practice  of  them  till  they  are  tried,  and  allowed  in  a 
“  free  affembly,  and  in  parliament;  and  not  only  fo,  but  they 
“‘promifeand  fwear,  by  the  great  name  of  God,  to  refill:  all 
thefe  eiiors  and  corruptions  to  the  utmoft  of  their  power, 
all  the  days  of  their  lives.  They  then  promife  and  fwear 
“  over  again,  to  defend  the  king’s  perfon  and  authority  in 
cc  the  prefervation  of  the  aforefaid  true  religion,  laws  and 
“  liberties  of  the  kingdom,  and  to  affift  and  hand  by  one 
another  at  all  adventures,  without  buffering  themfelves  to 
^  be  divided  by  any  allurement  or  terror  from  this  bleffed 
“  and  loyal  conjun&ion,  and  without  being  afraid  of  the 
^  odious  afperfions  of  rebellion ,  or  combination ,  which  their 
advei  fanes  may  calf  upon  them.  And  conclude  with  call- 
<c  ing  the  Searcher  of  hearts  to  witnefs  to  their  fincerity,  as 
^  they  {hall  anfwer  it  to  Chrift  in  the  day  of  account,  and 
^  under  pain  of  the  lofs  of  all  honours  and  refpeft  in  this 
“  world,  and  God’s  everlafting  wrath  in  the  next.”  All 
1 11s  was  fworn  to  and  fubfcribed  witlv*  great  ferioufnefs  and 

VoL»  <  X  v*  '  devotion/ 
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devotion,  firll  at  Edinburgh,  in  the  month  of  February, 
1637-8,  aQd  afterwards  in  the  feveral  counties  and  {hires, 
where  it  was  received  by  the  common  people,  as  a  facred 
oracle,  and  fubfcribed  by  all  fuch  as  were  thought  to  have 
any  zeal  for  the  proteftant  religion,  and  the  liberties  of  their 
country.  The  privy-counfellors,  the  judges,  the  bifhops, 
and  the  friends  of  arbitrary  power,  were  the.  principal  per- 
fons  who  refufed.  The  univerfities  of  St.  Andrew  and 
Aberdeen  were  {aid  to  oppofe  it,  and  thofe  of  Glafgow  did 
not  fubfcribe  without  fome  limitations. 

There  cannot  be  a  more  lolernn  and  awful  engagement  to 
God,  and  each  other  than  this!  What  the  reafons  were  that 


induced  king  James ,  and  the  whole  Scots  nation,  to  enter 
into  it  in  the  year  1580,  and  1590,  are  not  neceffary  to  be 
determined;  but  certainly  fuch  a  combination  of  fubjefts, 
without  the  confent  of  their  fovereign,  in  a  well-fettled  go¬ 
vernment,  is  unwarrantable,  efpecially  when  it  is  confirmed 
with  an  oath,  as  no  oath  ought  to  be  adminiftered  but  by 
commiffion  from  the  chief  magiilrate.  The  only  founda¬ 
tion  therefore  uoon  which  this  covenant  can  be  vindicated 

Jl 

is,  that  the  Scots  apprehended  their  legal  church  eftablilh- 
ment  had  been  broken  in  pieces  by  the  king’s  affuming  the 
fupremacy,  by  his  erecting  an  high-commiffion,  and  by  his 
impofmg  upon  them  a  book  of  canons  and  liturgy,  without 
confent  of  parliament  or  general  aflfembly. 

The  council  font  advice  of  the  proceedings  of  the  cove¬ 
nanters  from  time  to  time,  and  acquainted  his  majefty,  that 
the  caufe  of  all  the  commotions  was  the  fear  of  innovations 
in  the  doftrine  and  difeipline  of  the  kirk,  by  introducing  the 
liturgy,  canons,  and  high-commiffion;  that  it  was  therefore 
their  humble  opinion,  that  the  reading  the  fervice-book 
ffioulcl  not  be  urged  at  prefent.  Upon  this  the  king  fent 
the  marquis  of  Hamilton ,  his  high-commiffioner,  into  Scot¬ 
land,  with  inftruftions  to  confent  to  the  fufpending  the  ufe 
of  the  fervice-book  for  the  prefent,  but  at  the  fame  time  to 
dindive  the  tables,  and  to  require  the  covenant  to  be  deli¬ 
vered  up  within  fix  weeks.  His  ma jelly  adds,  cc  That  if 
there  be  not  fufficient  ftrength  in  the  kingdom  to  oblige 
tc  the  covenanters  to  return  to  their  duty,  he  will  corne  in 
perfon  from  England  at  the  head  of  a  fufficient  power  to 

“  force 
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“  force  them;”  and  in  the  mean  time,  the  marquis  is  em¬ 
powered  to  ufe  all  hoflile  a<fts  againft  them  as  a  rebelli¬ 
ous  people. 

Upon  the  marquis’s  arrival  at  Holyrood-houfe,  he  was 
welcomed  by  great  numbers  of  the  covenanters  of  all  ranks 
and  qualities,  in  hopes  that  he  would  call  a  general  affembly 
and  a  free  parliament ;  but  when  he  told  them  this  was  not 
in  his  inJlruElions ,  they  went  home  full  of  refentments.  The 
people  nailed  up  the  organ-loft  in  the  church,  and  admo- 
nilhed  the  marquis  not  to  read  the  liturgy.  The  minifters 
cautioned  their  hearers  againft  confenting  to  enfnaring  pro- 
pofitions ;  and  a  letter  was  fent  to  the  marquis  and  council, 
exhorting  them  to  fubfcribe  the  covenant.  His  lord  fliip 
fent  advice  of  thefe  things  to  court,  and  moved  his  majefty 
either  to  yield  to  the  people,  or  haften  his  royal  arms.  The 
king  replied,  that  he  would  rather  die  than  yield  to  their 
impertinent  and  damnable  demands ;  but  admitted  of  the 
marquis’s  flattering  them  to  gain  time,*  provided  he  did  not 
confent  to  the  calling  a  general  affembly  or  parliament,  till 
they  had  difavowed  or  given  up  the  covenant. \  When  this 
was  known,  both  minifters  and  people  declared  with  one 
voice,  that  they  would  as  foon  renounce  their  baptifm ,  as 
their  covenant;  but  withal  avowed  their  duty  and  allegiance 
to  the  king,  and  their  refolutions  to  ftand  by  his  majefty,  in 
defence  of  the  true  religion,  laws,  and  liberties  of  the  kino-, 
dom.  The  marquis ,  not  being  able  to  make  anylimpreflion 
on  the  covenanters ,  returned  to  England  with  an  account  of 
the  melancholy  ftate  of  affairs  in  that  kingdom,  which  fur- 
prized  the  Englifh  court,  and  reflected  fome  difgrace  upon 
the  archbifliop,  for  as  his  grace  was  going  to  council,  Archi¬ 
bald,  the  king’s  jefter,  faidto  him.  Wheats  feule  now?  Does 
not  your  grace  hear  the  news  from  Sniveling  about  the 

liturgy?*  His  grace  complaining  of  this  ukige  to  the  council, 

« 

*  Dr*  Grey.  lfould  ftpply  from  the  original,  “  by  all  the  honeft  means 
€C  you  can,  without  forfaking  your  ground.”  Ed.  ' 

f  Rufhworth,  vol.  i.  part  2d,  p.  752,  762. 

t  On  the  ftool  being  thrown  at  the  dean’s  head,  who  firft  read  it  in  the 
cathedral  at  Edinburgh,  Archy  faid,  it  was  “  the  ftool  of  repentance.”  He 
.ad  a  particular  fpleen  againft  bifhop  Laud ,  and  the  gravity  of  hiftory  will 
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Archibald  Armjlrong ,  the  king’s  fool,  was  ordered  to  have 
his  coat  pulled  over  his  ears,  to  be  difcharged  the  king’s 
iervice,  and  banifhed  the  court.  ° 

_  After  fome  time  Hamilton  was  fent  back  with  inftruftions 
(if  neceffity  required)  to  revoke  the  liturgy,  the  canons,  the 
high-commilhon,  and  the  five  articles  of  Perth;  and  with 
authority  to  fubfcribe  the  confejjion  of  faith  of  1580,  with  the 
band  thereunto  annexed ,  and  to  take  orders  that  all  his  ma- 
jefty’s  fubjects  fubfcribed  the  fame.*  He  might  alfo  promife 
the  calling  a  general  affembly  and  parliament  within  a  com¬ 
petent  time,  but  was  to  endeavour  to  exclude  the  laity  from 
the  affembly.  The  defign  of  fubfcribing  the  band  of  the 
old  covenant  of  1580,  was  to  fecure  the  continuance  of 
epifcopacy,  becaufe  that  band  obliges  them  to  maintain 
the  religion  at  that  time  profeffed ,  which  the  king  would 
interpret  of  prelatical  government,  as  being  not  then  legally 
difcharged  by  parliament,  and  becaufe  it  contained  no  pro- 
mnc  of  mutual  defence  and  affifc mice  agahfl  all  perfons  vehat - 
fever,  which  might  include  the  king  himfelf.  "  However 
the  covenanters  did  not  think  fit  to  fubfcribe  over  again,  and 
therefore  only  thanked  the  king  for  difeharging  the  liturgy, 
the  canons,  and  high-commiffion.  '  - 

At  length  the  marquis  publifhed  a  proclamation  for  a  ge¬ 
neral  affembly  to  meet  at  Glafgow,  Nov.  21,  [1638.]  The 
choice  of  members  went  every  where  in  favour  of  the  co¬ 
venanters,  the  reverend  Mr.  Henderfon,  one  of  the  filenced 
minifters,  was  chofen  moderator,  and  Mr.  Johnflon,  clerk 
vegifter;f  but  the  bifhops  prefented  a  declinator,  “  Decla- 
“  ring  the  affembly  to  be  unlawful,  and  the  members  of  it 
“  not  qualified  to  reprefent  the  clergy  of  the  nation,  (1.) 
“  Becaufe  they  were  chofen  before  the  prefbyteries  had  re- 
“  ceived  the  royal  mandate  to  make  eleftion.  (2.)  Becaufe 
“  mod  of  them  had  not  fubfcribed  the  articles  of  religion, 
“  nor  fworn  to  the  king’s  fupremacy  in  prefence  of  the  bi- 
“  fhops,  for  n  eg  left  of  which  they  were  ipfo  fatto  deprived. 


be  relieved  bv  another  ftroke  of  his  humour  pointed  at  this  prelate.  Once, 
when  the  bilhop  was  prelent,  he  alked  leave  to  fay  grace,  which  being 
granted  him,  he  fr.id,  “  Great  praife  be  given  to  God,  and  little  Laud  ta 
the  devil.  ’  Granger’s  Biog.  Hiftory,  vol.  ii.  p.  400.  Ed. 


*'  Rulhworth,  vol.  i.  part  2d,  767,  &c.  f  Ibid.  p.  865-,  866,  867. 
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**  (3.)  Becaufe  they  had  excluded  the  bifliops,-  who  by  the 
“  aft  of  aflembly  at  Glafgow,  1610,  were  to  be  perpetual 
“  moderators.  (4.)  Becaufe  there  were  lay-elders  among 
“  them  who  had  no  right  to  be  there,  nor  had  ordinarily 
“  fee  in  prefbyteries  for  above  forty  years.  (5.)  Becaufe 
“  they  apprehended  it  abfurd,  as  well  as  contrary  to  the 
“  praftice  of  the  chriftian  church,  that  archbilhops  and 
“  bifliops  fhould  be  judged  by  a  mixt  aflembly  of  clergy 
“  and  kicks.”  Signed  by  the  archbifliop  of  St.  Andrews, 
the  bifnops  of  Glafgow ,  Edinburgh,  Galloway ,  Rofs,  and 
Brechin. 

The  force  of  thefe  objeftions,  how  ftrong  foever  in  them- 
felves,  was  taken  off  by  the  king’s  owning  the  aflembly,  and 
fitting  in  it  by  his  commijfioner  feven  days;  though  at  the 
diffolution  he  declared  their  proceedings  to  be  utterly  de- 
ftruftive  of  the  name  and  nature  of  a  free  aflembly. 

The  bilhops  declinator  being  read,  was  unanimoufly  re- 
jefted,  and  a  committee  appointed  to  draw  up  an  anfwer. 
In  the  mean  time  the  aflembly  was  bufy  in  examining  elec¬ 
tions,  in  which  the  covenanters  carried  every  thing  before 
them;  the  marquis,  therefore  defpairing  of  any  good  iffue, 
determined,  according  to  his  inftruftions,  to  diffolve  them; 
and  accordingly  went,  to  the  great  church  where  they  fat* 
and  read  over  his  majefty’s  conceflions;  as,  (1.)  “  That  his 
majefty  was  willing  to  difeharge  the  fervice-book,  and  the 
t{  book  of  canons.  (2.)  To  diffolve  the  high-commijjion,  (3.) 
“That  the  articles  of  Perth  fhould  not  be  urged.  (4.) 

“  That  no  oath  fhould  be  required  of  any  minifler  at  his  en- 
“  nance  into  the  miniftry,  but  what  is  required  by  aft  of 
paniament.  (3.)  That  for  the  future  there  fhould  be 
general  ajemblies  as  often  as  the  affairs  of  the  kirk  fliall  re- 
fluire;  and  that  the  bifliops  fhould  be  cenfureable  bv  the 
:  f-ib! y  according  to  their  merits.  (6.)  That  the  con! 
reflion  of  faith  of  1580,  fhould  be  fubferibed  by  all  his 
majefty  s  fubjefts  of  Scotland.”  'Thefe,  although  very 
•onfiderable  abatements,  did  not  reach  the  requirements  of 
he  covenanters,  which  were,  the  diffolution  of  the  order  of 
ne  bifliops,  and  of  the  abovementioned  grievances  by  a  fla- 
nte-kw.  The  marquis  went  on,  and"  in  a  long  fpeech,. 
lec.aimed  agamfl  lay-elders?  “  an  office  (as  he  faid)  un- 
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cc  known  in  the  church  for  fifteen  hundred  years,  fuch  per- 
Ions  being  very  unfit  to  judge  of  the  high  myfleries  of 
predomination^  effectual  grace ,  anti  and  pojldapfarian  doc- 
trines ,  or  to  pafs  fentence  upon  their  fuperiors  in  learn¬ 
ing  and  office.55  He  therefore  advifed  them  to  break  up 
and  choofe  another  affembly  of  all  clergymen;  but  his  mo¬ 
tion  (hiking  at  the  very  being  and  lawfulnefs  of  their  prefent 
conftitution,  was  unanimoufly  rejefted  ;  whereupon  the  mar¬ 
quis  diffolved  them,  after  they  had  fat  only  feven  days;  for¬ 
bidding  them  to  continue  their  fefiions  upon  pain  of  high 
treafon;  and  next  morning  the  diffolution  was  publifhed  by 
proclamation  at  the  market-crofs. 

But  the  affembly,  inftead  of  fubmitting  to  the  royal  com¬ 
mand,  continued  fitting,  and  the  very  next  day  [Nov.  29,] 
publifhed  a  proteftation  to  juftify  their  proceedings,  wherein 
they  affirm,  66  1.  That  ruling  elders  have  confiantly  fat  in 
their  affemblies  before  the  late  times  of  corruption.  2. 
That  his  majefty’s  prefence  in  their  affemblies,  either  in 
his  own  perfon  or  by  his  commiffioners,  is  not  for  voting, 
but  as  princes  and  emperors  of  old,  in  a  princely  manner, 
<c  to  countenance  their  meetings,  and  prefide  in  them  for 
external  order.  3.  That  it  is  clear,  by  the  doftrme  and 
difcipline  of  the  kirk,  contained  in  the  book  of  policy ,  and 
c  regiflered  in  the  book  of  the  affembly,  and  fubfcribed  by  the 
s  prefbyteries  of  this  kirk,  that  it  is  unlawful  in  itfelf,  and 
£  prejudicial  to  the  privileges  that  Chrift  has  left  his  church, 
c"  for  the  king  to  diffolve  or  break  up  the  affembly  of  this 
kirk,  or  to  flay  their  proceedings ;  for  then  it  would  fol¬ 
low,  that  religion  and  church  government  fhould  depend 
abfolutely  upon  the  pleafure  of  the  prince.  4.  That  there 
is  no  pretence  by  aft  of  affembly,  or  parliament,  or  any 
preceding  practice,  whereby  the  king’s  majefty,  or  his 
c  commifiioner,  may  lawfully  diffolve  the  general  affembly 
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That  the  affemblies  of  the  kirk  have  continued  fitting, 
iC  notwithllanding  any  contrabands  as  is  evident  by  all  the 
records  thereof;  and  in  particular,  by  the  general  affembly 
<c  of  1582..  And,  laftly,  to  diffolve  the  affembly  before  any 
6*  grievances  are  redreffed,  is  to  throw  back  the  whole  na- 
Ci  tion  into  confufion,  and  to  make  every  man  defpair  here- 

'  a  after 
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«<  after  ever  to  fee  innovations  removed,  the  fubjefts  com- 
44  plaints  regarded,  or  offenders  punifhed.  For  thefe  rea- 
44  fons  they  "declare  it  lawful  and  neceffary  to  continue  the 
44  prefent  affembly,  till  they  have  tried  and  cenfured  all  the 
44  bye-gone  evils ,  and  the  introdudors  of  them,  and  have  pro- 
44  vided  a  folid  courfe  for  continuing  God’s  truth  in  this 
44  land  with  purity  and  liberty;  they  declare  further,  that 
44  the  faid  affembly  is,  and  fhall  be  efteemed  and  obeyed 
44  as  a  moft  lawful,  full  and  free  general  affembly  of  this 
44  kingdom,  and  that  the  afts,  fentences,  cenfures  and  pro- 
44  ceedings  of  it,  fhall  be  obeyed  and  obferved  by  all  the  fub- 
44  jects  of  this  kingdom.” 

Archbifhop  Laud  was  vexed  at  thefe  bold  and  defperate 
proceedings  of  the  affembly,  and  thought  of  nothing  but 
difperfmg  them  by  arms.  44  I  will  be  bold  to  fay  (lays  his 
44  grace)  never  were  there  more  grofs  abfurdities,  nor  half 
44  fo  many,  in  fo  fhort  a  time  committed  in  any  publick 
44  meeting;  and  for  a  national  affembly,  never  did  the  church 

44  of  Chrift  fee  the  like.”  44 - —  I  am  as  forry  as  your 

44  grace  [_the  marquis  of  Hamilton ]  can  be,  that  the  king’s 
44  preparations  can  make  no  more  hafle;  I  hope  you  think 
44  I  have  called  upon  his  majefty,  and  by  his  command  upon 
44  fome  others,  tohaflenall  that  maybe,  and  more  than  this 

44  I  cannot  do  ; - I  have  done,  and  do  daily  call  upon  his 

44  majefty  for  his  preparations;  heprotefts  he  makes  all  the  ' 
44  hafle  he  can,  and  I  believe  him;  but  the  jealoufies  of 
44  giving  the  covenanters  umbrage  too  foon  have  made  pre- 
44  parations  here  fo  late.” 

The  affembly ,  according  to  their  refolution,  continued  fit¬ 
ting  feveral  weeks,  till  they  had  puffed  the  following  acts  ; 
an  ad  for  difannulling  fix  late  affemblies  therein  mentioned , 
held  in  the  years  1606,  1608,  1610,  1616,  1617,  1618, 
with  the  reafons ;  an  a Q.  for  abjuring  and  abolijhing  epifcopacy ; 
an  aft  for  condemning  the  five  articles  of  Perth ;  an  aft  for 
condemning  the  fervice-book ,  book  of  canons ,  book  of  ordination , 
and  the  high-commiffion ;  an  aft  for  condemning  archdeacons , 
chapters ,  and  preaching  deacons ;  an  aft  for  refioring  prefby - 
t cries,  provincial  and  national  affetnblies ,  to  their  confutation 
of  minifiers  and  elders ,  and  to  their  power  and  jurifdidion 

*  Rufhworth,  vol.  i.  part  2d,  p.  863-4-5, 
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C,lnnZed TI the  \°°k  0fPoUcr*  with  many  others  of  the  like 
the  biihnnrchey-thRn  Pr0nC;U11CCd  fentence  of  depofition  againll 

the  hilltops 5  eight  of  whom  were  excommunicated-  four 

tToffi  -d/r0m  'ft6  mmifteria!  funaion’  andtwo  only  allowed 
to  officiate  as  pallors  or  prelbyters.  Upon  this  Dr.  Spotf- 

W,  hiihop  of  st.  Andrews,  and  lord  high-chancelffir  of 

Siw’i  -etued  T  Lo!!don’  where  he  died  the  next  year. 
Moll  of  his  brethren  the  biffiops  took  the  fame  method, 

only  four  remained  in  the  country,  three  of  whom  re! 

nounced  their  epifcopal  orders,  viz.  Alexander  Ramfey ,  bi- 

ffiop  of  Punkeld,  George  Graham,  biffiop  of  Orkney,  and 

James  Fair  by ,  biffiop  of  Argyle;  but  the  fourth,  George 

Guthrey,  biffiop  of  Murray,  kept  his  ground  and  weathered 

the  ftorm.  At  the  clofe  of  the  feffion  the  affembly  drew  up 

a  letter  to  the  king,  complaining  of  his  majelty’s  commif- 

honer,  who  had  proclaimed  them  traitors,  and  forbid  the 

people  to  pay  any  regard  to  their  afts ;  and  praying  the 

Mug  to  look  upon  them  hill  as  his  good  and  faithful  fub- 

Jects.  They  alfo  publiflied  another  declaration  to  the  good 

people  of  England,  in  vindication  of  their  proceedings,  which 

his  majehy  took  care  to  fupprefs,  and  iffued  out  a  proclama- 

uon  agamh  the  feditious  behaviour  of  the  covenanters,  which 

ne  commanded  to  be  read  in  all  the  churches  in  England.f 

It  was  eafy  to  forefee  that  thefe  warm  proceedings  mult 

blue  in  a  war,  efpecially  when  it  is  remembered  that  his  ma- 

je  y  confulted  with  none  but  the  declared  enemies  of  their 

iur*v,  viz.  Laud,  Hamilton,  and  Wentworth.  On  the  26th  of 

January  ^  the  king  publiffied  his  refolution  to  go  in  perfon 

agaimt  the  Scots  covenanters  at  the  head  of  an  army ;  for 

tins  purpofe  the  nobility  were  fummoned  to  attend  his  ma- 

ana  all  the  wheels  ol  the  prerogative  were  put  in  mo- 

ticnto  raife  men  and  money,  jj  Dr.  Pierce,  bijhop  of  Bath 

and  L  et  s,  in  his  letter  to  his  clergy,  calls  it  Bellum  Epifcooale, 

a  war  for  thefupport  of  epifcopacy,  that  -they  lliould  there- 

jore  lur  up  their  clergy  to  a  liberal  contribution  after  the 

rate  o  three  ffiillings  and  ten-pence  in  the  pound,  according 

to  the  valuation  cf  their  livings  in  the  king’s  books.  The 

f  Rufhworth,  vol.  i.  part  fl,  p.  87 3.  f  Ibid.  p.  876. 

|1  i  rynne  s  Introd.  p.  177-78;  196.  Rufhworth,  vol.i.  part  2,  p.  791. 
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archbilhop  alfo  wrote  to  his  commiflary  Sir  John  Lamb ,  for 
a  contribution  in  the  civil  courts  of  Dottors-Commons ,  requi¬ 
ring  him  to  fend  the  names  of  fuch  as  refufed  to  himfelf  at 
Lambeth.  The  queen  and  her  friends  undertook  for  the 
Roman  catholicks;  the  courtiers  and  the  country  gentlemen 
were  applied  to,  to  lend  money,  upon  this  occafion,  which 
the  former  readily  complied  with,  but  of  the  latter  forty  only 
contributed  together  about  fourteen  hundred  pounds.  With 
thefe  and  fome  other  afliftances,  the  king  fitted  out  a  fleet  of 
fixteen  men  of  war,  and  railed  a  fplendid  army  of  twenty-one 
thoufand  horfe  and  foot. 

The  Scots,  being  informed  of  the  preparations  that  were 
making  againlt  them  in'  England,  fecured  the  important 
caftles  of  Edinburgh,  Dumbritton,  and  F rith ;  and  raifed  an 
army  of  fuch  volunteers  as  had  the  caufe  of  the  kirk  at 
heart,  and  were  determined  to  facrifice  their  lives  in  defence 
of  it;  they  fent  for  their  old  general  Lefiey  from  Germany, 
who  upon  this  occafion  quitted  the  emperor’s  fervice,  and 
brought  over  with  him  feveral  experienced  officers.  But 
their  greatefi:  diftrefs  was  the  want  of fire-arms ,  ammunition , 
and  money ,  there  not  being  above  three  thoufand  arms  to  be 
found  in  the  whole  kingdom;  and  having  no  money,  their 
foldiers  made  fuch  a  ragged  appearance,  that  when  the  king 
faw  them,  he  faid,  They  would  certainly  fight  the  Englijh  if  it 
were  only  to  get  their  fine  clothes.  But  the  fuccefs  of  this 
war  will  fall  within  the  compafs  of  the  next  year. 

To  return  to  England,  the fiar -chamber  and  high-commijfion. 
went  on  with  their  oppreflions,  as  if  they  were  under  no 
apprehenfions  from  the  ftorm  that  was  gathering  in  the 
north.  Many  minifters  were  fufpended  and  Ihut  up  in  pri- 
fon,  as  Mr.  Henry  Wilkinfon ,  B.  D.  of  Magdalen-college, 
Oxford;  Mr.  George  Walker,  Mr.  Smith,  Mr.  Small,  Mr. 
Cooper,  Mr.  Brewer,  a  baptifl:  preacher,  who  lay  in  pril'on 
fourteen  years;  Mr.  Foxley,  of  St.  Martin’s  in  the  Fields,  who 
was  confined  in  a  chamber  in  the  Gatehoufe,  not  four  yards 
fquare,  for  twenty  months,  without  pen,  ink,  or  paper,  or  the 
accefs  of  any  friends,  even  in  his  extreme  ficknefs;  and  all 
this  without  knowing  his  crime  or  fo  much  as  guelfing  at  it, 
uniefs  it  was  for  fpeaking  in  favour  of  the  feoffees. 

*  Prynne,  p.  3S8* 
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Great  numbers  of  puritans  continued  to  flock  into' New 
.-ngland,  notwitManding  the  prohibition  of  the  council  H 
year,  infomuch  that  the  Maffachufets-Bay  be“an  ,0  b‘ 
ilraight  or  them;  in  the  latter  end  of  di/ye  ab  a 

one  hundred  families  travelled  further  inn/ihe  court’rv  ana 

°r"  tC  'r”k  1 the  reJ  Comefiieut,  with  the  r’evef 
,  '  b  '  goober  at  their  Tiead;  another  detachment  went 

from  Dorchefter;  a  third  from  Water-Town ;  and  a  fourth 
l  om  koavomy;  and  bunt  the  towns  of  Hertford,  Wirdfor 

Wethersfield,  and  Springfield;  in  that  colony.  Next  yaw 

f. 1  37 J  t  ie  paflcngers  from  England  were  fo  numerous  that 
they  projected  a  new  fettlement  on  the  fouthweft  part  of 

Yor"  ,'fe'l  IT  '°t  h  *C,  ^  tile  “nfinK  New. 

1  tIie  lLtlders  of  this  colony  were  Theophilus  Eaton  efcr 

30  a  t  Ic.  reverend  Mr-  Davenport,  who  came  from  England 
with  a  large  retinue  of  acquaintance  and  followers ;  '  they 
puat.  along  the  coaft,  and  firff  built  the  town  of  Ne\Z 

twZ’J  name  to  the  colony;  and  after  feme 

x  xt  L0i  ,Gu'If;ora’  M)lford>  Stamford,  Brentford, 
&  NotwitManding  thefe  detachments,  the  Maffachufets- 

Bay  had  fuch  frequent  recruits  from  England,  that  they  were 

contmuahy  building  new  towns  or  enlarging  their  fettlements 
in  tile  neighbourhood. 

Among  the  divines  who  wept  over  this  fummer,  was  the 
reverend  Mr.  Ezekiel  Rogers,  M.  A.  fome  time  chaplain  in 
the  fannlyof  Sir  Francis  Barrington,  of  Iiatfield  Broad-Oak 
m  Enex,  and  afterwards  vicar  of  Rowley  in  Yorkfliire 
where  he  continued  a  fuccefsful  preacher  to  a  numerous  con.’ 
gregation  almoft  twenty  years;*  the  archbifhop  of  that  dio- 
[Dr.  Matthews']  being  a  moderate  divine,  permitted  the 
me  of  thefe  lectures  or  prophefyings  which  queen  Elizabeth 
had  put  down;  the  ministers  within  certain  diftrifts  had  their 
monthly  exeicdes,  in  which  one  or  two  preached  and  others 
pi  uyea  befoi  e  a  numerous  and  attentive  audience.  One  of 
the  hearers  that  bore  an  ill-will  to  the  exercifes ,  told  the 
archbifhop  that  the  minifters  prayed  again  ft  him":  but  his 
grace,  inftead  of  giving  credit  to  the  informer,  anfwered  with 
a  hone,  that  he  could  hardly  believe  him,  becaufe  tkofe  rood 
Tiud  know  (fays  he)  that  if  I  were  gone  to  heaven  their  exer- 

1  *  Matner  s  Ixiitory  cf  New-Englanch  b.  iii,  p,  ioi. 
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CISES  would foon  be  put  down ;  which  came  to  pafs  accord- 
in  sl-v  for  no  fooner  was  his  fucceffor  [Mr.  Netle]  ra  his 
cl?iir  but  he  put  a  period  to  them,  and  urged  fubicnption 
with  fo  much  leverity,  that  many  of  the  clergy  were  fuf- 
cended  and  file  need ;  among  whom  was  Mr.  Lagers,  who, 
having  no  further  profpett  of  ufefulnefs  in  Ins  own  coimny, 
embarked  with  feveral  of  his  York  (hire  friends  for  New- 
Eneland,  where  he  arrived  in  the  fummer  of  the  year  i  ogo, 
and  fettled  at  a  place  which  he  called  Rowley.  Here  he 
fpent  the  remainder  of  his  days,  amidft  a  variety  of  ailiictions 
and  forrows  till  the  year  1660,  when  he  died  in  the  feventieth 


year  of  his  age. 

Mr.  Sa?nuel  Newman ,  author  of  that  concordance  of  the 
bible  that  bears  his  name ;  he  was  born  at  Ranbury,  edu¬ 
cated  at  Oxford,  and  having  finifhed  his  fludies,  entered  into 
holy  orders,  and  became  minifter  of  afmall  living  m  that 
county;  but  the  fevere  profecutions  of  the  fpiritual  courts, 
obliged  him  to'no  lefs  than  feven  removals,  till  at  length  he 
refofved  to  get  out  of  their  reach  and  remove  with  his  friends 
to  New-England,  where  he  arrived  this  fummer,  and  fettled 
at  Rehob oth  in  the  colony  of  New-Plymouth,  w'here  he 
fpent  the  remainder  of  his  days  to  the  year  1663,  when  he 
died  in  the  63d  year  of  his  age.  Pie  was  a  hard  fludent,  a 
lively  preacher,  and  of  an  heavenly  coverfation. 

Mr.  Charles  Chauncey,\  B.  D.  educated  in  Cambridge,  and 
Greek  lecturer  of  his  own  college  in  that  univerfity.  Pie 


*  Mather’s  Hift.  p.  113. 

f  He  received  his  grammar  education  at  Weftminfter-fchool ;  and  was  at 
fchool  at  the  time  the  gunpowder  plot  was  to  have  taken  effedt ;  and  mull 
have  perifhed,  if  it  had  fucceeded.  He  was  an  accurate  Hebrecian  and 
Grecian,  and  admirably  (killed  in  all  the  learned  languages.  Latin  and 
Greek  verfes  of  his  appeared  in  the  colledlions  of  poetical  compliments  of 
condolence  or  congratulation,  offered  by  the  univerfity  on  different  occafions 
to  the  courts  of  James  I.  and  Charles  I.  He  was  at  Boflon  in  order  to 
take  paffage  for  England,  in  confequence  of  an  invitation  to  fettle  again 
with  his  old  people  at  Ware;  when  the  importunities  of  the  overfeers  of 
Fiarward  prevailed  with  him  to  accept  the  prefidentfhip  of  that  feminary, 
in  which  place  he  continued  highly  honoured  for  his  learning  and  piety. 
A  grandfon  of  hisfon  Ifaac>  alfo  named  Charles ,  minifter  of  the  firft  church 
in  Bofton,died  10th  of  February  1787 ,  in  the  83d  year  of  his  age;  having 
been  an  ornament  to  his  profeftion,  diftinguifhed  by  his  extenfive  benevo¬ 
lence  and  invincible  integrity,  a  warm  and  virtuous  patriot ;  for  nearly 
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W  ±cte1i,ntWat  YarC’  fdms“  life, 

i  ?  tlll,he  was  dnven  from  thence,  as  has  been  re 

drum,  1  W  lCK  the,^  of  /ports  was  publilhed,  and'  the* 
beat  about  tne  town  to  lummon  the  people  to  their 
dances  and  revels  on  the  LordVday  evening,  he  preached 

Eed.*  KwtsLd  r=  for„Sc™f  foon,?er  ,oai)y 

liior,)  by  fines  by  imprifonment,  and  by  uccSs'Smm!' 
Cbaump  at  length  he  determined  to  remove  to  New-Ene 
dand,  where  he  arrived  in  the  year  1638,  and  became  prefi- 
c  ult  of  Harward-college  in  Cambridge.  Here  he  continued 
a  molt  learned,  laborious,  and  ufeful  governor,  till  the  year 

he7lefttS„5eb  W  ?  ?C  ^V'fcond  year’  of  his  ’ge 

/L,  rv  d  1,nn  fIX  fons’  the  ddeft  of  which  was  Dr. 
Ifaac  Cbauncey,  well  known  heretofore  among  the  non-con- 
formift  mmifters  of  London.  .  S  01 

„  J?afs  over  the  Jives  of  many  otlier  divines  and  fubftantial 
gentlemen,  who  deferted  their  native  country  for  the  peace 
01  their  confidences;  but  it  deferves  a  particular  notice  that 
1  ^ Were  “ght:  fail  of  fliips  at  once  this  fpring  in  the  river 
or  Thames  bound  for  New-England,  and  filled  with  puritan 

31 Mr  a  n°ng7  Thom  (lfrWe  may  believe  Dr-  GeorSe  Bates 
and  Mr.  Dugdale ,  two  famous  royalifts)  were  Oliver  '  i 

Cromwell,  afterwards  protector  of  the  commonwealth  of 

x.nglanu,  John  Hampden,  efq;  and  Mr.  Arthur  Hasel- 

rigge,  who,  feeing  no  end  of  the  oppreflions  of  their  native 

country,  determined  to  fpend  the  remainder  of  their  days  in 

y-menca;  out  the  council,  being  informed  of  their  delfon 

limed  out  an  order  dated  May  1,  1638,  to  make  Jim  oftho/e 

JhJs,  and  to  put  on  Jhore  all  the  provifions  intended  for  the 

voyage.  And  to  prevent  the  like  for  the  future,  his  majelty 

pioinbited  all  mailers  and  owners  of  fliips,  to  fet  forth  any 

fixty  years  the  able,  faithful  inftruftor  and  friend  of  his  flock,  and  theau- 
mor  of  many  works,  which  remain  monuments  of  his  abilities,  application 
cxccnent  temper.  "I  he  moft  valuable  and  laboured  were,  “  The  Sal- 
°‘  a  M«n,”  a  treatife ;  «  Five  DiiTertations  on  the  Fall  and  its 
,  ,1’f  eylences;  an<l  atraft  on  the  “  Benevolence  of  theDeitv;”  al* 
puDn.ised  in  r,onaon.  See  Dr.  Grey,  and  Clarke’s  Funeral  Sermon  for  Dr' 
Charles  Chauncey,  1787.  Ed.  ' 

*  Mather’s  Kiftory  of  New-England,  p.  134. 
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flaps  for  New-England  with  paffengers,  without  fpecial  li¬ 
cence  from  the -privy-council;  and  gives  this  remarkable  rea- 
fon  for  it,  “  Becaufe  the  people  of  New-England  were 
64  faftious  and  unworthy  of  any  fupport  from  hence,  in  re- 
<<  gard  of  the  great  diforders  and  want  of  government  among 
*c  them,  whereby  many  that  have  been  well  affe&ed  to  the 
«  church  of  England  have  been  prejudiced  in  their  eftates 
u  by  them.5’* 

When  the  puritans  might  not  tranfport  themfelvesgo  Ncw- 
England,  they  removed  with  their  families  into  the  Low 
Countries  ;  among  the  divines  who  went  thither  about  this 
time,  were  Dr.  Thomas  Goodwm ,  educated  in  Cambridge, 
and  a  great  admirer  of  Dr.  Prefton.  I11  the  year  1628,  he 
Was  chofento  preach  the  lecture  in  Trinity-church,  and  held 
it  till  the  year  1634,  when  he  left  the  univerfity  and  all  his 
preferments,  through  diflatisfaftion  with  the  terms  of  con- 
.  fortuity :  Having  lived  in  retirement  till  this  time,  he  with¬ 
drew  with  fome  feleft  friends  to  Holland,  and  fettled  at  Arn- 
heim  in  Gelderland,  where  he  continued  till  the  beginning  of 
the  long  parliament. 

Philip  Nye ,  M.  A.  educated  in  Magdalen-hall,  Oxon,  and 
a  popular  preacher  at  St.  Bartholomew,  Exchange,  London. 

Mr.  yeremiah  Burroughs ,  a  moft  candid  and  moderate 
divine,  educated  in  Cambridge,  and  afterwards  a  famous 
preacher  to  two  of  the  largeft:  congregations  about  London, 
viz.  Stepney  and  Cripplegate. 

Mr.  William  Bridge ,  M.  A.  and  fellow  of  Emanuel-college, 
Cambridge ;  he  was  firft  minifter  in  Eflfex,  and  afterwards 
fettled  in  the  city  of  Norwich,  in  the  parifh  of  St.  George 
Tombland;  where  he  continued  till  he  was  filenced  for  non¬ 
conformity  by  bifhop  Wren ,  in  the  year  1637,  and  excom¬ 
municated. 

Mr.  Sydrach  Sympfon ,  educated  in  Cambridge,  and  after¬ 
wards  a  celebrated  preacher  in  London.  Thefe  were  after¬ 
wards  the  five  pillars  of  the  independent  or  congregational par  tv , 

'  and  were  diftinguiflied  by  the  name  of  the  dijfenting  brethren 
in  the  aflembly  of  divines. 

Several  gentlemen  and  merchants  of  figure  difpofed  of 
their  effects,  and  went  after  them  into  exile,  as  Sir  Matth. 

*  Rufhworth,  vol.  i.  part  2d,  p.  409. 
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Poynton,  Sir  William  Confable,  Sir  Richard  Saltington,  Mr 
Lawrence,  afterwards  lord  prefident  of  the  council’  Mr* 
Andrews,  afterwards  lord-mayor  of  London,  Mr.  AJke,  fmce 
a  judge,  Mi.  Bouchier,  Mi.  James,  Mr.  White,  and  others 
rfhe  hates  received  them  with  great  humanity,  granting 
them  the  ufe  of  their  churches  at  different  hours  of  the  day 
With  the  liberty  of  ringing  a  bell  for  public  worlhip,  though 
they  did  not  approve  of  the  Dutch  difcipline,  or  join  in  com- 

'  Great  was  the  damage  the  nation  fuftained  by  thefe  re¬ 
movals;  Heylin  obferves,*  “  The  fevere  preffmg  of  the  cere- 
monies  made  the  people  in  many  trading  towns  tremble 
“  at  a  villtation,  but  when  they  found  their  ftriving  in  vain, 
“  and  that  they  had  loft  the  comfort  of  the  lecturers,  who 
“  were  turned  out  for  not  reading  the  fecond  fervice  at  the 
“  communion-table  in  their  hoods  and  furplices,  and  for 
“  ufing  other  prayers  befides  that  of  the  fifty-fifth  canon, 
“  it  was  no  hard  matter  for  thofe  minifters  to  perfuade  them 
“  to  tranfport  themfelves'  into  foreign  parts ;  The  fan  (faid 
tc  they)  fines  as  comfortably  in  other  places,  and  the  Sun  of 
“  Righteoufnefs  much  brighter ;  it  is  better  to  go  and  dvoellin 
rx  Gofhen,  find  it  where  we  can,  than  tarry  in  the  midft  of 
Jui.o  Egyptian  bondage  as  is  among  us ,*  the fnful corruptions 
“  of  the  church  are  now  grown  fo  general  ',  that  there  is  no 
place  free  from  the  contagion-,  therefore,  go  out  of  her  my 
“  people,  and  be  not  partakers  of  her  fins.”  And  hereunto 
they  were  encouraged  by  the  Dutch,  who  chofe  rather  to 
carry  their  manufactures  home,  than  be  obliged  to  refort  to 
their  parifh  churches ,  as  by  the  archbifop’s  injunctions  they 
were  obliged. 

The  eyes  of  all  England  were  now  towards  the  North, 
whither  the  king  went  March  27th,  to  put  himfelfat  the 
head  of  his  army  railed  againft  the  Scots;  the  earls  0$  Arun¬ 
del,  Effex,  and  Holland,  being  the  chief  commanding  officers 
under  his  majefty.  The  Scots,  under  the  command  of  gene¬ 
ral  Lefie,  received  them  upon  the  borders ;  but  when  the  . 
two  armies  had  faced  each  other  for  fome  time,  the  king, 
perceiving  that  his  proteftant  nobility  and  foldiers  were  not 
hearty  in  his  caufc,  gave  way  to  a  treaty  at  the  petition  of 

*  Life  of  Laud,  p.  367. 
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the  Scots,  which  ended  in  a  pacification  June  17th,  by  which 
all  points  of  difference  were  referred  to  a  general  affembly 
to  be  held  at  Edinburgh,  Auguft  12,  and  to  a  parliament 
which  was  to  meet  about  a  fortnight  after.  In  the  mean 
time  both  armies  were  to  be  difbanded,*  the  tables  to  be 
broke  up,  and  no  meetings  held  except  fuch  as  are  warranted 
by  act  of  parliament.  Accordingly  the  king  difmiffed  his 
army,  but  with  very  difobliging  circumftances,  not  giving 
the  nobility  and  gentry  fo  much  as  thanks  for  their  aifec- 
tion,  loyalty,  and  perfonal  attendance,  which  they  refented 
fo  highly,  that  few  or  none  of  them  appeared  upon  the  next 
fummons;  the  Scots  delivered  back  the  king’s  forts  and 
caftles  into  his  majefty’s  hands,  and  difbanded  the  foldiery, 
wifely  keeping  their  officers  in  pay  till  they  faw  the  effect  of 
the  pacification. -j- 

Tbe  general  affembly  met  at  Edinburgh  according  to  the 
treaty,  but  being  of  the  fame  conftitution  with  the  laft,  the 
bilhops  prefented  another  declinator  to  his  majefty’s  commit, 
fioner  [the  earl  of  Traquair ]  and  were  excufed  giving  their 
attendance  by  exprefs  letter  from  the  king,  his  majefty  in 
his  inftmftions  to  his  commiffioner  having  yielded  them  the 
point  of  lay-elders.  The  affembly ,  therefore  without  any-op- 
pofition,  confirmed  the  proceedings  of  that  at  Glafgow, 
'which  was  of  very  dubious  authority.  They  appointed 
the  covenant  to  be  taken  throughout  the  kingdom,  and  ex¬ 
plained  the  bond  of  mutual  defence  to  a  confiftency  with 


*  Dr.  Grey  quotes  lord  Clarendon ,  as  Hating  “  that  the  king’s  army,  by 
the  very  words  of  the  agreement,  <was  not  to  be  difiandcd,\ml\\  all  fhould 
be  executed  on  the  part  of  the  Scots.7’  But  not  to  fay,  that  the  accounts 
of  this  treaty  in  the  memoirs  of  the  marquis  of  Hamilton ,  p.  142,  and  in 
Guthry ,  as  quoted  by  Dr.  Harris,  p.  288,  mention  no  fuch  limitation.  Lord 
Clarendon  himfelf  undermines  his  own  authority  on  this  matter,  by  telling 
his  reader,  that  “  no  two  who  were  prefent  at  the  treaty  agreed  in  the  fame 
relation  of  what  was  faid  or  done;  and  which  was  worfe,  not  in  the  fame 
6t  interpretation  of  the  meaning  of  what  was  comprehended  in  writing.” 

Clarendon’s  Hiftory,  vol. i.  p.  123.  Ed. 

t  Mrs.  Macaulay ,  in  her  detail  of  this  treaty,  mentions  as  a  memorable 
circurnftance,  unnoticed  by  hiftorians,  and  very  expreftive  of  the  pacific  dif- 
pofitions  of  the  Scots ;  that  they  told  the  king,  that  if  he  would  give  them 
leave  to  enjoy  their  religion  and  their  laws,  they  would,  at  their  own  ex¬ 
pence,  tranfport  their  army  to  aflift  the  recovery  of  the  Palatinate. 

Hiftory  of  England,  vol.  ii.  p.  283,  note,  8vo.  edit.  Ed. 
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tbcir  late  conduft.  They  voted  away  the  new  fervice-book 
the  book  of  canons,  the  five  articles  of  Perth,  the  hi  oh  com’ 
million,  and  with  one  confent  determined,  that  diocefan  etii 
topacy  was  unlawful,  and  not  to  be  allowed  in  their  kir/* 
\\  inch  the  earl  of  Traquair  did  not  apprehend  inconiiitent 
XV  th  his  private  mftructions  from  the  king,  which  were 
them:  •  W e  allow  epifcopacy  to  be  abolifhed  for  the  rea- 

'  «  f°no  conta*ne.d  the  ;lrticles’  and  that  the  covenant  of 
1580,  for  fat.sfa&ion  of  our  people,  be  fubfcribed.--Aaain 

«  5 'die>;  nequi.re  ep/copacy  to  be  abjured,  as  contrary  to 
«  ‘  he  conftitution  of  the  church  of  Scotland,  you  are  to  give 

«  pqH,t°]lt’  blU  as  a  P°mt  °f  poPei7’  or -as  contrary  to 
God  s  law,  or  the  protcftant  religion.— Again,  in  of  vino- 

way  to  the  abolilhing  epifcopacy,  be  cartful  that  it  b! 

«  i°ne  Wlthout  Je  appearing  of  any  warrant  from  the  bi- 

tc  A?PfSA-  prejUClICC  of  epifcopacy  as  unlawful;  but  only  in 
<c  hatis.aaionto  the  people  for  fettling  the  prefent  diforders 

«  aud  /lIC  }  °ther  r.eafon?  of  ftate ;  but  herein  you  muft  be’ 

,  cai!ftul  that  our  intentions  appear  not  to  any.”  It  is  evi- 
uent  from  hence,  that  his  majefty’s  ufage  of  the  Scots  was 
neither  frank  nor  fincere;  he  had  no  defign  to  abolilh  epif¬ 
copacy,  only  confented  to  fufpend  it,  becaufe  he  was  told  that 
the  bunops  being  one  of  the  three  eftates  of  parliament,  no 
law  made  m  their  abfence  could  be  of  force,  much  left  an 
,  .  1  oh  flung  their  whole  order,  after  they  had  entered 
their  proteft:  in  form.  When  his  majefty  gave  way  to  the 
'  Jubicnbing  the  covenant,  it  was  with  another  referve 
“  as  far  as  may  fund  with  our  future  intentions  well  known 

y  ~  0  u  gh  we  have  difcharged  the  fervice- 

Ijoo.c  and  canons,  we  will  never  confent  that  they  be 
“  condemned  as  popilh  and  fuperftitious,-) — nor  will  we  ac¬ 
knowledge  that  the  high-commiilion  was  without  law 
noi  that  the  five  articles  of  Perth  be  condemned  as  con- 
‘v  tr.ai7  t0  t3le  confefiion  of  faith;  it  is  enough  that  they  be 
laid  afide.”  His  majefty’s  inftru&ions  conclude,  “  That 
“  lf  any  thing  be  yielded  in  the  prefent  affemblv  prejudicial 
“  j°  "«s  majefty’s  fervice,  his  commiffioner  fhall  proteft,  that 

..  “  ills  majefty  may  be  heard  for  redrefs  thereof  in  his  own 
time  and  place.” 

4  f 

*  s  Collection,  p.  246,  247,  f  lb,  p.  254,  255, 
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The  Scots  parliament  met  Aug.  31,  [1639,]  and  having 
firft  fubfcribed  the  folemn  league  and  covenant  with  the 
king’s  confent,  they  confirmed  all  the  acts  of  the  general 
aflembly,  concluding  with  the  utter  extirpation  of  cpifcopacy 
as  unlawful .*  But  the  king  having  by  letter  to  his  commit 
fioner  forbid  him  to  confent  to  the  word  unlawful ,  left  it 
fliould  be  interpreted  alfolutcly ,  though  it  feems  to  have  a 
reference  only  to  the  kirk  of  Scotland,  his  lordlhip  pro¬ 
rogued  the  parliament,  firft  for  fourteen  days,  and  then  by 
the  king’s  exprefs  command, |  for  nine  months,  without  ra¬ 
tifying  any  of  their  acls.  The  earl  of  Dumferlin  and  lord 
Loudon  were  difpatched  to  London,  to  befeech  his  majefty  to 
confent  to  their  ratification;  but  they  were  fent  back  with  a 
reprimand  for  their  mifbehaviour,  being  hardly  admitted  into 
the  king’s  prefence.  It  feems  too  apparent,  that  his  ma¬ 
jefty  meant  little  or  nothing  by  his  conceflions  but  to  gain 
time;  for  in  his  declaration  before  the  next  war,  about  fix 
months  forward,  he  fays,  “  Concerning  our  promife  of  a 
“  free  parliament,  no  man  can  imagine  we  intended  it  ftrould 
u  be  fo  free  as  not  co  be  limited  by  the  enjoyment  of  their 
cc  religion  and  liberties,  according  to  the  ecclefiaftical  and 
cc  civil  laws  of  that  kingdom;  but  if  they  pafs  thefe  bounds, 
“  we  are  difobliged,  and  they  left  at  liberty  to  fly  at  our 
u  monarchical  government  without  controul,  to  wreft  the 
u  feeptre  out  of  our  hands,  and  to  rob  the  crown  qf  the 
“  faireft  flower  belonging  to  it.”  J  The  king,  therefore,  did 
not  really  intend  the  alteration  of  any  of  the  civil  or  ecclefi¬ 
aftical  laws  of  that  kingdom,  and  by  his  majefty’s  not  ratify¬ 
ing  any  of  their  acts,  it  was  evident,  that  the  Englifti  court 
had  refumed  their  courage,  and  were  determined  once  more 
to  try  the  fortune  of  war. 

In  the  mean  time,  to  balance  the  declaration  of  the  Scots 
aflembly,  biftiop  Hall ,  at  the  requeft  of  Laud ,  compofed  a 
treatife  of  the  Divine  Right  of  Episcopacy*  which  the 
archbilhop  revifed.  The  propofitions  which  he  advances 

*  Nalfon’s  Colle&ion,  p.  256. 

f  The  term  of  prorogation,  as  Dr.  Grey  points  it  out,  is  exprefl'ed  in 
Llalfon  thus:  till  the  next  fpring*  Ed. 


VoL.  II, 


J  Nalfon’s  Collection,  p.  273. 
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,  are  thefe:  (i.)  That  form  of  government  which  is  of  apofto- 
lical  inftitution  ought  to  be  eiteemed  of  divine  night.  (%.') 
‘That  form  which  was  praaifed  and  recommended  by  tlie 
apoftles,  though  not  exprefsly  commanded,  is  of  apojiolical 
mjhtution.  (3.)  The  government  fet  Up  by  the  apoffies  was 
defigned  for  perpetuity.  (4.)  The  univerfal  praaice  of  the 
primitive  church  is  the  bed  rule  to  judge  of  the  apoftolical 
practice.  (5-)  We  ought  not  to  fuppofe  the  primitive  fa¬ 
thers  would  change  the  form  of  government  they  had  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  apoftles.  (6.)  The  acceffion  of  privilege 
and  honourable  titles  does  not  affea  the  lubftance  of  the 
cpifcopal  funaion.  (/•)  I  he  prefbyterian  government, 
though  challenging  the  glorious  title  of  Chrift's  kingdom  and 
ordinance ,  has  no  foundation  in  fcripture,  or  in  the  praaice 

of  the  church  for  fifteen  hundred  years,  and  is  altogether 
incongruous  and  unjuftifiable.  ° 

•The  bifliop  s  book  was  altered  in  many  places,  contrary 
to  his  own  inclinations,  by  the  archbiihop,  and  particularly 
in  thofe  wherein  he  had  called  the  pope  antichrift ,  or  ft poke  too 
favourably  of  the  morality  of  the  fabbath ;  and  faid,  that  pref 
bytery  was  of  ufe,  where  epifcopacy  could  not  be  obtained.  His 
grace  difapproved  of  his  lordfhip’s  waving  the  queftion, 
Whether  epifcopacy  was  a  diftincl  order ,  or  only  an  higher 
degree  of  the  fame  order  ?  and  of  his  advancing  the  divine 
right  of  epifcopacy  no  higher  than  the  apoftles,  whereas  he 
would  have  it  derived  from  Chrift  himfelf.  Upon  the  whole 
Ins  lordfhip  s  book  was  fo  modelled  by  his  metropolitan, 
that  in  the  debate  hereafter  mentioned,  he  could  hardly  go 
the  lengths  of  his  own  performance.  ’ 

f  he  bifhops  ftill  Kept  a  ftrift  hand  over  the  puritans;  not 
a  fermon  was  to  be  heard  on  the  diftinguifhing  points  of 
Caivinifm  all  over  England.  In  fome  diocefes  great  com¬ 
plaints  were  made  of  puritan  juftices  of  peace,  for  being  too 
iirict  in  putting  the  laws  in  execution  againft  profanenefs. 
At  Afhford  in  Kent  the  archbiihop  faid,  he  mtift  have 
recourfe  to  the  ftatute  of  abjuration,  and  call  in  the  aflift- 
ance  of  the  temporal  courts  to  reduce  the  feparatifts,  the. 
cenlures  of  the  church  not  being  fufhcient.  Upon  the 
whole,  there  was  no  abatement  of  the  height  of  confor¬ 
mity,  even  to  the  end  of  this  year,  though  the  flames  that 

were 
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were  kindling  in  Scotland  began  to  difturb  the  ti  anquillity  of 

Ivlr.  j Sags  haw,  a  lawyer  of  fomc  handing  m  the  IVIiddlc 
Temnle  being  chofen  reader  in  that  houfe  for  the  Lent  va- 
S,  began  to  attack  the  power  of  the  bifhops.  In  his 
leftures  on  the  25th  Edw*  III.  cap .  7,  he  maintained  that 
afts  of  parliament  were  valid  without  the  affent  of  the  lords 
fpiritual.  2.  That  no  beneficed  clerk  was  capable  of  tern- 
poral  jurifdi&ion  at  the  making  that  law.  And,  3*  I  hat  no 
bifhop,  without  calling  a  fynod,  had  power  as  a  diocefan  to 
convict  an  heretick.  Laud,  being  informed  of  thefe  por¬ 
tions.,  told  the  king  that  Bags  haw  had  juftified  the  Scots 
covenanters  in  decrying  the  temporal  jurisdiction  of  church¬ 
men,  and  the  undoubted  right  of  the  bifhops  to  their  feats 
in  parliament;  upon  which  he  was  immediately  interdicted 
all  further  reading  on  thofe  points;  and  though  Bagshaw 
humbly  petitioned  the  lord-keeper  and  the  archbifhop  for 
liberty  to  proceed,  he  could  get  no  other  anfwer,  after  long 
attendance,  than  that  it  had  been  better  for  him  not  to  have 
meddled  with  that  argument ,  which  fhould  flick  clofer  to  him 
than  he  was  aware  of*  Whereupon  he  retired  into  the 

country. 

The  resolution  of  the  Englifli  court  to  renew  the  war 
with  Scotland,  was  owing  to  the  lord-deputy  Wentworth, 
whom  archbifhop  Laud  had  fent  for  from  Ireland  for  this 
purpofe.  This  nobleman,  from  being  an  eminent  patriot, 
was  become  a  petty  tyrant,  and  had  governed  Ireland  in  a 
molt  arbitrary  and  fovereign  manner  for  about  feven  years, 
difcountenancing  the  proteftants,  becaufe  they  were  Cal* 
vinifls ,  and  inclined  to  puritanifm ,  and  giving  all  imaginable 
encouragement  to  the  Roman  catholicks  as  friends  to  the 
prerogative,  whereby  he  fuffered  the  balance  of  power  ia 
that  kingdom  to  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  papifls.  Went¬ 
worth ,  being  come  to  court,  was  immediately  created  earl  of 
Strafford  and  knight  of  the  garter,  and  in  concert  with  Laud 
advifed  the  king  to  fet  afide  the  pacification,  and  to  pufli  the 
Scots  war  with  vigour,  offering  his  majefly  eight  thoufand 
Irifh,  and  a  large  fum  of  money  for  his  affiflance;  but  this 
not  being  fufficient,  the  war  was  thought  fo  reafonable  and 


*  Heylin’s  Life  of  Laud.  p.  407. 
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neceflary  to  the  king’s  honour,  that  it  might  be  ventured 
wit  i  an  Englifh  parliament,  which  being  laid  before  the 
council,  was  cheerfully  agreed  to,  and  (after  twelve  years  in¬ 
terval)  a  parliament  was  fummoned  to  meet  April  13,  1640. 

The  Scots, forefeeing  the  impending  florin,  confulted  where 
to  fly  for  fuccour;  feme  were  for  throwing  themfelves  into 
the  hands  of  the  Fiench,  and  accordingly  wrote  a  very  fub- 
miflive  letter  to  that  monarch,  figned  by  the  hands  of  feven 
Scots  peeis,  but  never  fent  it;  for  upon  application  to  their 
11  i ends  at  London,  they  were  affured  by  a  letter  drawn  up 
*  loid  Saville ,  and  figned  by  himfelf,  with  the  names  of 

Bcdfot  d,  EJJex,  Brooks  V/arwick ,  Say  and  Seal)  and  Mande- 
™l'C)  (who  agreed  to  the  letter,  though  they  were  fo  cau¬ 
tious  as  not  to  write  their  own  names)  “  that  the  hearts  of 
the  people  of  England  were  with  them;  that  they  were 
convinced,  tiie  liberties  or  both  nations  were  at  flake,  and 
thei  efoie  they  might  depend  upon  their  afliftance  as  boon 
as  a  fair  oppoitunity  offered,33  Upon  this  encouragement 
the  Scots  laid  afide  their  defign  of  applying  to  France,  and 
refolved  to  raife  another  army  from  among  themfelves,  and 
inarch  into  England. 

“  The  parliament  that  met  at  Weftminfter  (fays  the  noble 

hiftorian*)  was  made  up  of  fober  and  difpaffionate  men, 

cc  exceedingly  difpofed  to  do  the  king  fervice,”  and  yet  his 

majefty  would  not  condefcend  to  fpeak  to  them  from  the 

throne, j-  ordering  the  lord-keeper  Finch  to  acquaint  them 

with  the  undutiful  behaviour  of  the  Scots,  who  he  was  de~ 

* 

*  HifL  vol.  i.  p.  1 39. 

f  Lord  Clarendon  fays;  “  After  the  king  had  (hortly  mentioned  his  de- 
fire  to  be  again  acquainted  with  parliaments  after  fo  long  an  intermiffion. 
Sec.,  he  referred  the  cauie  to  be  enlarged  on  by  the  fpeaker.  “  It  is 
phtiii  fiom  hence.  Dr.  Grey  adds,  that  his  majefty  did  condefcend  to 
/peak  to  them  from  the  throne This  isobferved  to  impeach  Mr.  NeaPs 
veracity.  But,  when  the  reader  has  lain  before  him  the  fhort  fpeech  deli-' 
"veieci  from  the  throne,  he  will  judge,  whether  Mr.  Neal  hands  charged 
.with  more  than  an  inaccuracy,  it  is  given  us  by  Nalfon ,  vol.  i.  p.  306. 

“  My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 

rhere  never  was  a  king  that  had  a  more  great  and  weighty 
«(  CnU  C  t0.cal"  Pc°ple’  together  than  myfelf;  [  will  not  trouble  you  with 
e  particulars;  I  have  informed  my  lord  keeper  and  command  him  to 
ipeak,  and  to  defire  your  attention.”  This  was  not  properly  a  fpeech 
.rom  the  tnrone,  but,  as  Mrs.  Macaulay  calls  it,  ((  a  ihort  preface’’  to 

the  lord-keeper’s  fpeech.'  'Ed.  . 
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termined  to  reduce,  and  therefore  would  not  admit  of  the 
mediation  of  the  two  houfes,  but  expected  then  immediate 
affiftance,  after  which-  lie  would  give  them  time  to  confider 
of  any  juft  grievances  to  be  redreffed.  But  the  commons, 
in  Head  of  beginning  with  the  lupply,  appointed  committees 
for  religion  and  grievances ,  which  difobliged  the  king  to 
much,  that,  after  fcveral  fruitlefs  attempts  to  perfuade  them 
to  begin  with  the  fubjidy  bill ,  he  dilfolved  them  in  anger, 
without  paffing  a  Angle  act,  after  they  had  fat  about  three 
weeks.  The  blame  of  this  hafty  dilfolution  was  by  fome 
call  upon  Laud,  by  others  on  Sir  Harry  Vane,  while  the  king 
laid  it  on  the  mifbehaviour  of  the  houfe  of  commons,  who 
would  not  take  his  royal  word  for  redrefs  of  grievances, 
after  they  had  voted  the  neceffary  fupplies;  he  therefore  fent 
for  the  leading  members  of  the  houfe  into  cuftody,  and  com¬ 
mitted  them  prifoners  to  the  Fleet  and  other  prifons. 

His  majefty  having  failed  of  a  parliamentary  fupply  at  the 
time  he  demanded  it,  was  told  by  lord  Strafford  and  others 
of  the  council,  that  he  was  now  abfolved  from  all  rules  of  go¬ 
vernment,  and  might  take  what  his  neceffiries  required ,  and 
his  power  could  obtain.  This  indeed  was  no  more  than  his 
majefty  had  been  doing  for  twelve  years  before;  but  fome 
people  drew  an  unhappy  concluuon  from  this  maxim,  (viz.) 
that  if  the  king  was  abfolved  from  all  rules  of  government,  the 
people  were  abfolved  from  all  rules  of  obedience. 

However,  all  the  engines  of  arbitrary  power  were  fet  at 
work  to  raife  money  for  the  war,  as  loans,  benevolences,  fhip- 
money,  coat  and  conduct  money ,  knighthood,  monopolies,  and 
other  fprings  of  the  prerogative,  feme  of  which  (fays  lord 
Clarendon )  were  ridiculous,  and  others  fca'ndalous,  but  all 
very  grievous  to  the  fubjeft.  Thofe  who  refufed  payment, 
were  fined  and  imprifoned  by  the  ftar-chamber  or  council- 
table,  among  whom  were  fome  of  the  aldermen  of  London, 
and  fheriffs  of  feveral  *of  the  counties.  The  courtiers  ad¬ 
vanced  three  hundred  thoufand  pounds  in  three  weeks,  the 
clergy  in  convocation  gave  fix  fubfidies,  the  papifts  were  very 
generous;  Strafford  went  over  to  Ireland;  and  obtained  four 
fubfidies  of  the  parliament  of  that  kingdom;  foldiers  were 
preffed  into  the  fervice  in  all  counties,  few  lifting  themfelves 
voluntarily  except  papifts,  many  of  whom  had  commiffions  in 
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the  army,  Which  gave  rife  to  a  common  faying  among  th 

peop  e,  t  iat  the  queen's  army  of  papifts  were  going  to  efiablil 
theprotejiant  religion  in  Scotland.  *  J  J 

i  he  people  groaned  under  thefe  oppreffions,  the  odiur 
Whereof  fell  upon  Laud  and  Strafford ,  who  were  libelled  an 
threatened  with  the  fury  of  the  populace.  May  o,  164,0  : 
paper  was  fixed  upon  the  old  Exchange,  animating  the  ap 
prentices  to  pull  the  archbifliop  out  of  his  palace  at  Lam 
beth;  upon  this  the  train’d  bands  were  ordered  into  St 
George’s  fields;  neverthelefs,  the  mob  rofe  and  broke  hi 
Windows,  for  which  one  of  them  being  apprehended  fufferec 
eath  as  a  traitor,  though  he  could  not  be  guilty  of  mor< 
■than  a  breach  of  the  peace.  From  Lambeth  the  mob  wen 
to  the  houfe  of  the  pope’s  agent,  where  they  were  difperfec 
by  the  king’s  guards,  and  fome  of  them  fent  to  the  White- 
ion  prifon ;  but  next  week  [May  1 5,1  they  rofe  again, 
and  refcued  their  friends.  The  country  was  in  the  fame 
mutinous  poflure,  there  being  frequent  fkirmiflxes  between 
them  and  the  new-raifed  foldiers,  even  to  bloodfhed.  The 
h  an  as  were  in  arms  all  the  fummer,  but  the  cant- 

*  1,  *  f ,  si  1  was  no  keeping  the  people 

within  bounds  afterwards  $  for  while  the  high-commiflioii 

was  litting  at  St.  Paul’s,  Oftober  22,  near  two  thoufand 
Browntfts  (as  the  archbifliop  calls  them)  raifed  a  difturbance, 
and  broke  up  the  court,  crying  out,  no  bifhops ,  no  high-conu 
tnijjion.  Such  were  the  diftempers  of  the  times ! 

The  convocation  that  fat  with  this  parliament  was  opened 
Apiil  14,  with  more  fplendour  and  magnificence  than  the 
fituation  of  affairs  required.  The  fermon  was  preached  by 
Dr.  Turner ,  canon  residentiary  of  St.  Paul’s,  from  St.  Matth 
x\i.  1 6^  Behold ,  1  fend  you  forth  as  fheep  among  wolves* 
Aftff  which  they  adjourned  to  the  Chapter-houfe,  where 
rlie  king’s  writ  of  fummons  being  read,  the  archbifliop,  in  a 
Latin  fpeech,  recommended  to  the  lower  houfe  the  choofing 
a  prolocutoi ,  to  be  prefented  to  himfelf  or  his  commiffary  in 
the  chapel  of  Henry  VII.  on  Friday  following,  to  which  time 
and  place  the  convocation  was  adjourned. 

On  the  17th  of  April  after  divine  fervice,  Dr.  Steward 
dean  of  Cdiichefter,  and  clerk  of  the  clofet,  was  prefented  to 
the  archbifliop  as  prolocutor  in  the  chapel  of  Henry  VII. 
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whom  his  grace  approved,  and  then  produced  his  majefty’s 
commiffion  under  the  great  feal,  authorizing  them  to  make 
and  ordain  certain  canons  and  corflitutions,  for  the  efablijhing 
true  religion,  and  the  profit  of  the  Jlate_  of  the  church  of  Eng* 
land*  The  commiffion  was  to  remain  in  force  during  t  ie 
prefent  feffion  of  parliament,  and  no  longer ;  and  by  a  re¬ 
markable  claufe,  nothing  was  to  be  concluded  without  the  arch - 
bi/hop’s- being  a  party  in  the  consultation.  It  was  intended 
alfo  to  draw  up  an  Engliffi  pontifical,  which  was  to  contain. 
The  form  and  manner  of  royal  coronations.  A  form /or 
confecrating  churches ,  church-yards,  and  chapels.-— A  form  for 
reconciling  penitents  and  apoftates.—A  book  of  articles  to  be 
ufedby  all  bi/hops  at  their  vifiiation.— And  a  fort  form of 
prayer  for  before  fermon,  comprehending  the  fubftance  of  the 
fifty-fifth  canon.  But  moll  of  thefe  projects  were  inter- 
rupted  by  the  fudden  difiolution  of  the  parliament. 

The  convocation,  according  to  ancient  cuftom,  fhould  have, 
broke  up  at  the  fame  time,  but  one  of  the  lower  jhoufe  bav¬ 
in?  acquainted  the  arclibifhop  with  a  precedent  in  the  27  th 
year  of  queen  Elizabeth ,  of  the  clergy  s  granting  a  fubfidy 
or  benevolence,  of  two  lhillings  in  the  pound,  to  be  raifed 
upon  all  the  clergy,  after  the  parliament  was  nfen,  and  levy¬ 
ing  it  by  their  own  fynodical  a  cl  only,  under  the  penalty  o 
eccleilaftical  cenfures,  it  was  concluded  from  thence  that  the 
convocation  might  fit  independent  of  the  parliament,  atk. 
therefore,  inftead  of  diffolving,  they  only  adjourned  foi  a 

few  days  to  take  further  advice. 

The  zealous  arclibifhop,  relying  upon  this  {ingle  precedent, 
applied  to  the  king  for  a  commiffion  to  continue  the  convo¬ 
cation  during  his  majefly’s  pleafure,  in  order  to  finffii  the  ca¬ 
nons  and  conflitutions,  and  to  grant  the  iubfidies  already 
voted.  The  cafe  being  referred  to  the  judges,  the  majority 
Pave  it  as  their  opinion,  that  the  convocation,  being  called  by 
'the  king’s  writ  under  the  great  feal,  doth  continue  till  it.  be 
diffolved  by  writ  or  commiffion  under  the  great  feal,  notwith - 
/landing  the  parliament  be  diffolved. 

Signed  May  14,  1640,  by  John  Finch,  Cud  os,  M.  S. 


H.  Manchefler, 
John  Bramfon, 


Ralph  Whitfield , 
Rob.  Heath, 


Edw.  Littleton . 
fohn  Banks. 


*  Collyer’s  Ecclef.  Hid.  p.  793.  Heylln’s  Life  of  Laud,  p.  423. 

4  Fuller’s  Appeal,  p.  67, 69. 
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Upon  this  a  commiffion  under  the  great  Tea!  was 
and  the  convocation  re-affembled;  however  notwifofomr|J’ 

SrZ!?Z  ° ri,c  l0,lg  ol,e>  Dr- 

£>roa,ni  igge,  Holdifworth,  and  others,  to  the  number  J 
thirty-fix,  protefted  earneftly  againft  it,  though  in  regard 
ftflion  was  warranted  by  fo  many  confiderable  perfons  they 
did  not  withdraw,  nor  enter  their  proteft  in  form  of  law  al 
they  ought  to  have  done.*  They  were  further  fo  influenced 
by  his  majefty  s  meffage  font  by  Sir  II.  Vane ,  focretarv  of 
ftate,  to  acquaint  them,  “  that  it  was  his  royal  rfoaC  foa 
none  of  tiie  prelates  or  clergy  fhould  withdraw  from  the 
fynod  or  convocation,  till  the  affairs  they  had  in  command 
bom  the  king  were  perfected  and  finiflied.” 

Upon  this  dubious  foundation  the  convocation  was  con. 

tmued’  *ud  a  committee  of  twenty-fix  appointed  to  prepare 
matters  for  the  debate  of  the  houfc;  but  the.-  mob  being  fo 
m  anted  as  to  threaten  to  pull  down  the  convocation-houfe 

dlCm  \?Uard  of  the  mditia  of  Middlefox, 

ber  i hy  L,naym,on fPorier>  groom  of  the  bed-cham- 
bu  a  pap, Jl,  under  whofe  protection  the  fynod  was  conti¬ 
nued  til!  the  canons  were  perfected,  and  fix  fubfidies  granted 

I  V  °rf  i0r  the  exigence  of  his  majefty’s  affairs,  to 

b,  collefeed  m  fix  years,  after  the  rate  of  four  {hillings  in 
the  pound,  amounting  to  about  one  hundred  and  twenty 
thoulana  pounds;  after  which  it  was  diffbfved  [May  20  ] 
by  a  fpecial  mandate  or  writ  from  his  majefty,  after  it  had 
continued  twenty-five  foffions.  The  canons!  having  been 
approved  by  the  privy  council,  were  fubferibed  by  as°many 

irnfoltfet  T1  convocation  as  were  prefont/ and  then 
ti  animated  to  the  provincial  fynod  of  York,  by  whom  they 

were  fubferibed  atonce,  without  fo  much  as  debating  either 

matter  or  form.  Dr.  John  William,  bifliop  of  Lincoln,  was 

.  f  row  ci  and  had  no  concern  with  the  canons.  Dr. 

Goodman  bifliop  of  Gloucefter,  a  concealed  papift,  was  the 

only  prelate  who  declined  the  fubfeription;  till  foe  arch! 

jifhop  threatened  him  with  deprivation,  and  the  reft  of  his 

brethren  prellmg  him  to  comply,  he  was  perfuaded  to  put 

his  name  to  the  book  ;  but  feyeral  of  the  members  of  foe 

'^,u  aou  c  <lV0kiea  the  tejl ,  by  withdrawing  before  the  day 

,  '  '  lluCi  s  Church  Hiftoiy^  b.  lx.  p.  168, 
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of  fubfcription ;  for  of  above  one  hundred  and  fixty,  of 
which  both  houfes  of  convocation  confided,  there  were  not 
many  more  than  one  hundred  names  to  the  book. 

The  unreafonablenefs  of  continuing  the  fynod  after  the 
diffolution  of  parliament  appears  from  hence,  that  the  coni* 
vocation  confiding  of  bidiops,  dearts,  archdeacons,  and  clerks, 
the  three  former  act  in  their  perfonal  capacities  only,  and 
may  give  for  themfelves  what  fubfidies  they  pleafe  ;  but  the 
clerks  being  chofen  for  their  refpeftive  cathedrals  and  dio- 
cefes,  legally  to  fit  as  long  as  the  parliament  continues,  defid: 
from  being  publick  perfons  as  foon  as  it  is  diflolved,  and  lofe 
the  character  of  representatives  ;  they  are  then  no  more  than 
private  clergymen ,  who,  though  they  may  give  the  king  what 
fums  of  money  they  pleafe  for  themfelves,  cannot  vote  away 
the  edates  of  their  brethren,  unlefs  they  are  re-elected.  Be- 
fides,  it  was  contrary  to  all  law  and  cujlom ,  both  before  and 
dnee  the  aft  of  fubmijjion  of  the  clergy  to  king  Henry  VIII. 
except  in  the  Angle  indance  of  queen  Elizabeth. 

The  canons  of  this  fynod,  confiding  of  feventeen  articles, 
were  publidied  June  30,  and  entitled,  Conjlitutions  and  canons 
ecclefiaftical ,  treated  upon  by  the  archbijhops  (^Canterbury  and 
York,  pref  dents  of  the  convocation  for  their  refpedlive  pro¬ 
vinces  ,  and  the  reft  of  the  bifhops  and  clergy  of  thofe  provinces, 
and  agreed  upon  with  the  king’s  majejly’s  licence ,  intheir feve- 
ral  fynods  begun  at  London  and  York,  1 640.* 


Canon  I.  Concerning  the  Regal  Power. 

“  We  ordain  and  decree,  that  every  parfon,  vicar,  curate, 
“  or  preacher,  upon  one  Sunday  in  every  quarter  of  the 
“  year,  in  the  place  where  he  ferves,  diall  read  the  follow- 
*e  ing  explanation  of  the  regal  power  : — 

“  That  the  mod  high  and  facred  order  of  kings  is  of  di- 
u  vine  right,  being  the  ordinance  of  God  himfelf,  founded 
“  in  the  prime  laws  of  nature  and  revelation,  by  which  the 

“  fupreme  power  over  all  perfons  civil  and  ecclefiadical  is 
*c  given  to  them. 

That  they  have  the  care  of  God’s  church,  and  the 
power  of  calling  and  diffolving  councils,  both  national  and 
“  provincial. 

*  Nalfon’s  Colle£Uon,  p.  545, 

'  “  That 
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«  indliendenrany  t0  fet  Up  b  the  k5ng’9  ^alms  any 

■<t  ^depeiident,  coercive  power,  either  papal  or  ponular  i, 

.  n  eafonable  againft  God  and  the  king.  And  for  fubjetfs  to 

bear  arms  agamll  their  king,  either  offenlive  or  deS.e 

upon  any  pretence  whatfoever,  is  at  leaft  to  refill  the’ 

powers  ordained  of  God ;  and  though  they  do  not  in- 

“  22JZ  y  ’ St- Faul  ^  n‘>  m  ««** 

“  4nd,  thou3']l  tr‘bute  and  cuflom,  aid  and  fubfidy,  be  due 

bg’  7  eilaw  of  God’ nature  and  *»&>»», 

Jt£ls  htl[e  a  nght  and  property  in  their  goods  and 
ej^tes ;  and  thefe  two  are  fo  far  from  croffing  one  an. 

other,  that  they  mutually  go  together  for  the  honourable 
and  comfortable  fupport  of  both. 

«  “  If  I7n  Clf  g/man  flla11  voluntarily  and  carelefsly  neglect 
to  publifh  thefe  explications,  he  ihall  be  fufpended;  or  if 

m  any  fermon,  or  publick  lefture,  he  fhall  maintain  any 
K  pollt.lon  contrary  hereunto,  he  Ihall  be  forthwith  excom- 
mumcated  and  lufpended  for  two  years;  and  if  he  offend  a 
lecond  time  he  Ihall  be  deprived.” 

>  .  '  ’  j 

Canon  II.  For  the  better  cbferving  the  Day  of  his  Ma- 

jejif  s  Inauguration . 

“  Pbe  fynocl  decrees  and  ordains,  that  all  perfons  fhall 
come  to  church  the  morning  of  thefaid  day,  and  contiuue 
theie  till  prayers  and  preaching  are  ended,  upon  pain  of 
luch  pumihment  as  the  law  inflicts  on  thofe  who  wilfully 
c  abfent  themfelves  from  church  on  holy  days.” 


■# 

Canon  III.  For  fuppreffmg  the  Growth  of  Popery. 

,  ‘  4!!  ooelefiaHieal  perfons  within  their  feveral  parifhes  dr 
“  jurifdifrions,  fhall  confer  privately  with  popifn"  recufants, 
bllt,  'I  Private  couference  prevail  not,  the  church  muff 
“  ana  luail  come  to  her  cenfures,  and  to  make  way  for 
'  t.“em’  Pucb  perfons  fhall  be  prefented  at  the  next  vifita- 
who  come  not  to  church,  and  refute  to  receive  the 
“  ,oly  eucharifl;  or  who  either  fay  or  hear  mafs ;  and  if 

-  they  remain  obftinate  after  citation,  they  fhall  be  excoin, 
rnumcated. 


“  Bui 
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“  But  if  neither  conference  nor  cenfures  prevail,  the 
<c  church  flrall  then  complain  of  them  to  the  civil  power; 
“  and  this  facred  fynod  does  earneftly  intreat  the  reverend 
« juftices  of  aflize,  to  be  careful  in  executing  the  laws,  as 
tc  Jthey  will  anfwer  it  to  God.  And  every  bifhop  fhall  once 
«  a  year  fend  into  the  court  of  chancery,  a  fignijicavit  of  the 
«  names  of  thofe  who  have  ftood  excommunicated  beyond 
“  the  time  limited  by  law,  and  fhall  defire,  that  a  writ  dc  ex- 
«  communicato  capiendo  may  be  at  once  fent  out  againlfc 
“  them  all. 

«  Care  is  likewife  to  be  taken,  that  no  perfon  be  admitted 
«  to  teach  fchool,  but  who  has  fubfcribed  to  the  church  as 
«  the  law  directs;  and  that  no  excommunicate  perfon  be  ab- 
“  folvedby  any  appeal,  unlefs  he  firft  take  the  oath  de  pa- 
c‘  rendojuri  Jiando  mandat  is  ecclejia 

Canon  IV.  Againft  Sociniani/m. 

“  It  is  decreed,  that  no  perfons  fliall  import,  print,  or  difl. 
“  perfe  any  of  their  books,  on  pain  of  excommunication,  and 
4t  of  being  further  pun i fired  in  the  fiar-chamber.  No  mi- 
“  nifter  fhall  preach  any  fuch  doctrines  in  his  fermons,  nor 
“  ftudent  have  any  fuch  books  in  his  ftudy,  except  he  be  a 
<£  graduate  in  divinity;*  and  if  any  layman  embrace  their 
<c  opinions,  he  flrall  be  excommunicated,  and  not  abfolved 
“  without  repentance  and  abjuration.” 

IKBr  None  of  the  do&rines  of  Socinus ,  nor  any  of  his 
peculiar  fentiments,  are  mentioned  in  this  canon.] 

Canon  V.  Againft  Sectaries. 

cc  The  fynod  decrees,  that  the  canon  abovementioned 

againft  papifts  fliall  be  in  full  force  againft  all  anabaptijls 9 
ic  brownijls , feparatijis ,  and  other  fe&aries,  as  far  as  they  are 
u  applicable;  and  further,  the  claufe  againft  the  books  of 
cc  Socinians  abovementioned,  flrall  be  in  force  againft  all 

books  written  againft  the  difcipline  and  government  of 
cc  the  church  of  England. 

“  It  is  alfo  ordained,  that  fuch  perfons  who  refort  to  their 
*c  parifli  churches  to  hear  the  fermon,  but  do  not  join  in  the 

*  Dr.  Grey  fupplies  here  from  Nalfon ;  or  fuch  as  have  epifcopal  or  archi- 

4iaconal  ordination,  or  any  do&or  of  laws  ip  order,  as  is  aforefaid.”  Ed* 

“  publicJc 


I 
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“  P“b,icJ  P”?^*  ftall  be  fubjeft  to  the  fame  penalties  with 
other feclartes  and  recufants” 


Can  on  VI.  An  Oath  for  preventing  Innovations  in  Doctrine 

and  Government. 


Cl 

ce 

<c 

« 


The.  fynod  decrees,  that  all  archbifhops,  billiops,  prielts 
and  deacons,  lhall,  before  the  2d  of  November  next,  take 
the  following  oath,  which  lhall  be  tendered  by  the  bilhop 
m  perfon,  or  fome  grave  divine  deputed  by  him,  and  lhall 
be  taken  in  prefence  of  a  public  notary.” 


The  OATH. 


f>  -A.  B.  do  f  wear ,  That  I  do  approve  the  do&rine , 
“  difcipline,  or  government ,  efablifhed  in  the  church  of  Eng- - 
land,  as  containing  all  things  necefary  to  falvation ;  and 
that  I  -~  iil  not  endeavour  by  niyfclf  or  any  other ,  directly  or 
“  indireClly,  to  bring  in  any  Popijh*  dodlrine ,  contrary  to  that 
“  which  is  fo  efablifhed;  nor  ivill  I  ever  give  my  confent  to 
“  alter  the  government  of  this  church  by  archbifhops ,  bifhops, 
“  deans  and  archdeacons ,  (Ac.  as  it  funds  now  efablifhed,  and 
“  as  by  right  it  ought  to  f  and,  nor  yet  ever  to  fubjedl  it  to,  the 
<c  ufurpations  and  fuperfitions  of  the  fee  of  Rome.  And  all 
theft  things  J do  plainly  and fncerely  acknowledge  and fivear, 
accoi  ding  to  t ice  plain  and  common  fenfe  and  underfanding 
“  of  the  fame  words,  without  any  equivocation,  or  mental  eva- 
“jton,  or  fee  ret  refervation  whatfoever-,  and  this  I  do  heartily , 
“  willingly,  and  truly,  upon  the  faith  of  a  chrifian.  So  help 
e£  me  God  in  Jefus  C hr  if  A 

“  I?  any  beneficed  perfon  in  the  church  lhall  refufe  this 
<(  oath,  he  lhall  alter  one  month-j-  be  lufpended  ab  officio', 
after  a  fecond  month  he  lhall  be  fufpended  ab  offcio  id 
“  beneficio ;  and  after  a  third  month, J  if  he  continue  to  re-  - 
“  fufe,  he  lhall  be  deprived. 

u  It  is  likewise  ordained,  1  hat  all  that  are  incorporated 
<£  in  either  of  the  univerlities,  or  take  any  degree,  whether 


*  In  Ms  majefty’s  duplicate  of  this  canon,  fent  by  the  archbifhop  to  the 
bishop  of  Ely,  the  word  [  Popish]  is  omitted,  as  it  is’  in  the  duplicate  fent  to 
the  vice-chancellor  of  Cambridge ,  and  feveral  others. 


|  Allowed  <f  to  inform  himfdf,” 


X  u  For  ills  better  in  formation. ?? 
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cc  lawyers,  divines  or  phyficians,  (hall  take  the  (am c  oath  . 

“  And  all" governors  of  halls  and  colleges  in  the  univerfity; 
«  all  fchoolmafter-s,  and  in  general,  all  that  enter  into  holy 
44  orders,  or  have  licence  to  preach.” 

Canon  VII.  A  Declaration  concerning  fonie  Rites  and 

Ceremonies . 

'4C  The  fynod  declares,  that  the  (landing  of  the  commu- 
44  nion-table  fide-ways,  under  the  eaft  window  of  the  chan- 
44  cel  or  chapel,  is  in  its  own  nature  indifferent;  but  forai- 
44  much  as  queen  Elizabeth' s  injunctions  order  it  to  beplaced 
44  where  the  altar  was,  we  therefore  judge  it  proper,  that  all 
44  churches  and  chapels  do  conform  themfelves  to  the  cathe- 
44  Aral  or  mother  churches .  And  we  declare,  that  this  fitu- 
44  ation  of  the  holy  table  does  not  imply  that  it  is  or  ought 
44  to  be  efleemed  a  true  and  proper  altar,  whereon  Chrift  is 
44  again  facrificed;  but  it  may  be  called  an  altar  in  the  fenfe 
44  of  the  primitive  church;  and  becaufe  it  has  been  obferved 
44  that  fome  people  in  time  of  divine  fervice  have  irreverently 
44  leaned,  caff  their  hats,  or  fet  upon,  or  under  the  commu- 
44  nion-table,  therefore  the  fynod  thinks  meet  that  the  table 
44  be  railed  round. 

44  It  is  further  recommended  to  all  good  people,  that  they 
44  do  reverence  at  their  entering  in,  and  going  out  of  the 
44  church;  and  that  all  communicants  do  approach  the  holy 
44  table  to  receive  the  communion  at  the  rails, f  which  has 

44  heretofore  been  unfitly  carried  up  and  down  by  the  mini- 

45  Her,  unlefs  the  bifnop  (hall  difpenfe  with  it.” 

Canon  VIII.  Of  Preaching  for  Conformity. 

44  All  publick  preachers  (hall  twice  a  year  preach  pod- 
44  tively  and  plainly,  that  the  rites  and  ceremonies  of  the 
44  church  of  England  are  lawful,  and  that  it  is  the  duty  of  all 
44  people  to  conform  to  them.” 

*  The  Tons  of  noblemen  are  exprefsly  excepted.  Dr.  Grey. 

f  fC  At  the  rails”  is  not  in  the  original ;  but  appears  to  be  implied  by 
the  order  to  rail  round  the  communion-table.  Ed. 
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Canon  IX.  A  Book  of  Articles  for  Parochial  Viftation. 

«  rl?i°Terb00^  of  articles  of  inquiry  fliali  be  ufed  in  pa- 
chial  vifitation,  but  that  which  is  drawn  up  by  the  fynod.” 

Canon  X.  Of  the  Converfation  of  the  Clergy. 

tt  “  1  he  clei'S/  a^e  5nj?ined  to  avoid  all  exceffes  and  dif- 
“  Mypiofcffion.”'C,r  “nverfatlon  “>  «*»  their 


l  Canon  XL  Chancellors  Patents. 

„  tC/rN°lbifli0p  flialJ  Srant  any  patent  to  any  chancellor,  or 
ct  “y  longer  term  than  the  life  of  the  grantees, 

?n^thV  -)!1U0P  !hai!  keep  in  his  own  hands  the  power  of 
uii ti tutmg  to  benefices,  and  of  licenfing  to  preach.35 

Canon  XII.  Chancellor's  Cenfures . 

ho  chancellor,  commififary  or  official,  not  being  in  holy 
;  orders,  ffiall  inflift  any  cenfure  on  the  clergy  in  criminal 
cc  caufcsr  other  than  for  negleft  of  appearing;  but  all  Such 
cauies  fliali  oe  heard  by  the  bifhop,  or  fome  dignified  cler- 
gyman  with  the  chancellor.” 

Canon  XIII.  Excommunication  and  Abfolution. 

No  licence  oi  excommunication  or  abfolution  fha.ll  be 
SC  Pnfounccd  hut  by  a  pried:,  and  in  open  confiflory,  or  at 
caiL^n  thc  church  or  chapel,  having  firft  received  it  under 
Iua  leal  Oi  an  ccclefiailical  judge,  from  whom  it  comes/5 


Canon  XIV.  Of  Commutations . 

No  commutation  of  penance  to  be  admitted  without  con- 

£C  lent  of  the  biflrop,  and  the  money  to  be  difpofed  of  to  cha- 
ritable  ufes/5 

Canon  XV.  Of  Jurif dictions. 

^  cc  No  executor  fliali  be  cited  into  any  court  or  office,  for 
the  fpace  of  ten  days  after  the  death  of  the  teflator,  though 
the  executor  may  prove  the  will  within  fuch  time.”  , 
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Canon  XVI.  Of  Licences  to  marry. 

“No  licence  to  marry  lliall  be  granted  to  any  party,  un- 
«  lefs  one  of  the  parties  have  been  commorant  in  the  jurif- 
“  diftion  of  the  ordinary  to  whom  he  applies,  for  the  fpace 
“  of  one  month  before  the  faid  licence  be  delired.  The 
“  archiepifcopal  prerogative  is  excepted.” 

v  •  1  . 

Canon  XVII.  Againft  vexatious  Citations . 

u  No  citation  into  any  ecclefiaftical  court  {hall  be  ifTued 
out  but  under  the  hand  and  feal  of  one  of  the  judges  of 
thofe  courts,  and  within  thirty  days  after  committing  the 
crime  ;  and  unlefs  the  party  be  convifted  by  two  witnefles, 
<c  he  (hall  be  allowed  to  purge  himfelfby  oath,  without  pay- 
ing  any  fee;  provided  that  this  canon  extend  not  to  any 
<c  grievous  crime,  as  fchifm ,  incontinence ,  mijbehaviour  in  the 
church  in  the  time  of  divine  fervice ,  objlinate  inconformity , 
u  or  the  like/'  ' 

When  thefe  canons  were  made  publick,  they  were  gene¬ 
rally  difliked;  feveral  pamphlets  were  printed  againd  them, 
and  difperfed  among  the  people;  as,  England's  complaint  to 
Jefus  Chrift  againft  the  bi/hops'  canons ;  wherein  the  naked - 
nefs  of  them  is  expofed  in  a  folemn  application  to  Jefus  Chrift 
as  the  Saviour  of  his  church .  Queries  relating  to  the  feveral 
articles  and  determinations  of  the  late  fynod ,  &c.  All  who 
loved  the  old  E?iglijh  conjiitution  were  diffatisfied  with  the 
firft  canon,  becaufe  it  declares  for  the  abfolute  power  of 
kings ,  and  for  the  unlawfulnefs  of  defenfive  arms  on  any  pre¬ 
tence  whatfoever .  The  puritans  difapproved  the  fifth,  fixth, 
feventh  and  eighth  canons ;  but  the  whole  body  of  the  clergy 
Were  nearly  concerned  in  the  fixth,  being  obliged  by  the  fe- 
cond  of  November  to  take  the  oath  therein  mentioned,  on 
pain  of  fufpenfion  and  deprivation.  The  London  clergy, 
among  whom  were  Dr.  Weftfcld ,  Downham ,  Burges ;  Mr. 
Calamy ,  Jackfon ,  John  Goodwin ,  Offspring ,  and  others,  drew 
up  a  petition  againd  it  to  the  privy-council ;  and  to  give  it 
the  more  weight  procured  a  great  many  hands.  The  mi- 
xfiders,  fchoolmaders,  and  phyficians,  in  Kent,  Devonfhire, 
Dorfetlhire,  N orthamptonfhire,  and  in  mod  counties  of  Eng¬ 
land, 
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and,  took  the  fame  method ;  feme  obje&ing  to  the  oath ,  as 
contrary  to  the  oath  of  fupremacy;  fome  complaining  of  the 
^  CjEI  era  in  the  middle.  Others  objected  to  the  power 
of  the  fynod  to  impofe  an  oath,  and  many  confelfed,  that  they 
wijhed  fame  things  in  the  difeipline  of  the  church  might  be  aU' 
tered,  and  therefore  could  not  fwear  never  to  attempt  it  in  a 
proper  way.  Some  of  the  hilltops  endeavoured  to  fatisfy 
their  clergy  by  giving  the  molt  favourable  interpretation  to 
the  oath.  Bilhop  Hall  told  them  that  it  meant  no  more  than 
this,  “  That  I  do  fo  far  approve  of  the  difeipline  and  doc- 
“  trine  of  this  church,  as  that  I  do  believe  there  is  nothing 
in  any  other  pretended  difeipline  or  doftrine  neceffary  to 
<c  falvation,  beiides  that  which  is  contained  in  the  doctrine 
“  and  difeipline  of  the  church  of  England.  And  as  I  do 
“  allow  the  government  by  archbilhops,  bilhops,  deans, 
“  archdeacons,  fo  I  will  not,  upon  the  fuggeftion  of  any  fac-' 
“  tious  perfons,  go  about  to  alter  the  fame  as  it  now  hands, 
“  and  as  by  due  right  (being  fo  ehablilhed)  it  ought  to  hand 
“  in  the  church  of  Eng  land.”*  But  moh  of  the  bilhops 
prefled  the  oath  abfolutely  on  their  clergy;  and  to  my  certain 
knowledge  (fays  Mr.  Fuller  f)  obliged  them  to  take  it  kneel¬ 
ing,  a  ceremony  never  required  in  taking  the  oaths  of  alle¬ 
giance  and  fupremacy ;  but  to  fuch  extravagance  of  power 
did  thefe  prelates  afpire  upon  the  wing  of  the  prerogative. 

The  archbilhop  was  advifed  of  thefe  difficulties  by  Dr.  * 
Sandeifon ,  afterwards  bilhop  of  Lincoln,  who  allured  his 
grace  by  letter, §  u  That  multitudes  of  churchmen,  not  only 
“  of  the  precifer  fort,  but  of  fuch  as  were  regular  and  con- , 
“  formable,  would  utterly  refufe  to  take  the  oath,  or  be 
brought  to  it  with  much  difficulty,  and  reluctance ;  fo  that, 
unlefs  by  his-  majefly’s  fpecial  direfb’on,  the  preffing  the 
oath  may  be  forborn  for  a  time;  or  that  a  Ihort  explana- 
tion  of  fome  paffages  in  it  moll  liable  to  exception,  be 
cc  font  to  the  feveral  perfons  who  are  to  adminifter  the  fame, 
to  be  publickly  read  before  the  tender  of  the  faid  oath. 
The  peace  of  this  church  is  apparently  in  danger  to  be 
more  diiquieted  by  this  one  occafion,  than  by  any  thing 

#  Nalfon’s  Cplle&ion,  p.  496,  498.  4  Book  xi.  p.  171. 
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“  that,  has  happened  within  our  memories.”  However  this 
refolute  prelate,  as  if  he  had  been  determined  to  ruin  his 
own  and  his  majefty’s  affairs,  would  relax  nothing  to  the 
times,  but  would  have  broken  the  king’s  intereft  among 
the  conformable  clergy,  if  the  nobility  and  gentry,  with  the 
king  at  York,  had  not  prevailed  with  his  majefty  to  lay  him 
under  a  reftraint  by  the  following  letter  under  the  hand  of 
the  principal  fecretary  of  Hate:' 

m  "  f* 

u  May  it  pleafe  your  grace , 

“  I  AM  by  his  majefty’s  command  to  let  you  know, 
K  that  upon  feveral  petitions  prefented  by  divers  church- 
u  men,  as  well  in  the  diocefe  of  Canterbury  as  York,  to  which 
c:  many  hands  are  fubfcribed,  as  the  mode  of  petitions  now 
cc  are,  againft  the  oath  in  the  canons  made  in  the  laft  fynod, 
cc  his  majefty’ s  pleafure  is,  that  as  he  took  order  before  his 
“  coming  into  thefe  parts,  that  the  execution  of  neither 
K  fliouM  be  prelfed  on  thofe  that  were  already  beneficed  in 
cc  the  church,  which  was  ordered  at  the  council-board  in 
c<  your  grace’s  prefence,  but  that  it  fhould  be  adminiftered  to 
u  thofe  who  were  to  receive  orders  and  to  be  admitted;  it  is 
“  his  majefty’s  pleafure,  that  thofe  fliould  be  difpenfed  with 

alfo,  and  that  there  be  no  profecution  thereof  till  the  meet- 
u  ing  of  the  convocation. 

York ,  Sept .  30,  1640.  H.  Vane.”* 

We  have  mentioned  the  fecret  correfpondence  between 
the  Englifh  and ,  Scots  nobility  to  recover  the  liberties  of 
both  kingdoms,  which  encouraged  the  Scots  to  march  a  fe- 
cond  time  to  their  border,  where  the  king  met  them  with  his 
army  commanded  by  the  earls  of  Northumberland  and  Straf¬ 
ford ;  but  it  foon  appeared  that  the  Englilh  nobility  were  not 
for  conquering  the  Scots;  nor  had  the  proteftant  foldiers 
any  zeal  in  his  majefty’s  caufe,  fo  that  after  a  fmall  fkirmifti 
the  Scots  army  paffed  the  Tweed,  Aug.  21,  and  on  the  30th, 
took  pofleffion  of  the  important  town  of  Newcaftle,  the  royal 
army  retreating  before  them  as  far  as  York,  and  leaving 
them  matters  of  the  three  northern  counties  of  Northumber¬ 
land,  Cumberland,  and  Durham,  where  they  fublifted  their 
army,  and  railed  what  contributions  they  pleafed.  As  foon 

*  Nalfon’s  Collection,  p.  500. 
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as  the  Scots  entered  Newcaftle,  they  fent  an  exprefs  to  the 
lord -mayor  and  aldermen  of  London,  to  allure  them  they 
would  not  interrupt  the  trade  between  that  town  and  the 
city  of  London,  but  would  cultivate  all  manner  of  friendlhip 
and  brotherly  correfpondence.  They  alfo  fent  meffengers 
to  the  king,  with  an  humble  petition,  that  hjs  majefty  would 
pleafe  to  confirm  their  late  ads  of  parliament,  rejlore  their 
fnips  and  merchandize,  recall  his  proclamation  which  files 
tuem  rebels,  and  call  an  Englifh  parliament  to  fettle  the  peace 
between  both  kingdoms.  This  was  followed  by  another  ligned 
by  twelve  peers  with  his  majefty  at  York,  and  by  a  third 
from  the  city  of  London.  The  king  finding  it  impoffible  to 
carry  on  the  war,  appointed  commiffioners  to  treat  with  the 
Scots  at  Rippon,  who  agreed  to  a  ceffation  of  arms  for  two 
months,  from  the  26th  of  October,  the  Scots  to  have  eight 
hundred  and  fifty  pounds  a  day  for  maintenance  of  their 
army;  and  the  treaty  to  be  adjourned  to  London,  where  a 
free  parliament  was  immediately  to  be  convened.  The  call- 
ing  an  Englifh  parliament  was  the  grand  affair  that  had  been 
concerted  with  the  Scots  before  their  coming  into  England; 
and  it  was  high  time;  becaufe  to  all  appearance  this  was  the 
lafl  crifis  for  faving  the  conft itution ;  if  the  Irifh  and  Englifh 
armies  were  raifed  to  reduce  Scotland,  under  the  arbitrary 
power  of  the  prerogative,  (as  lord  Clarendon  confeffes)  what 
could  be  expected,  but  that  afterwards  they  fhouid  march 
back  into  England,  and  eftablifh  the  fame  defpotic  power 
here,  with  a  {landing  army,  beyond  all  recovery. 

Sad  and  melancholy  was  the  condition  of  the  prime  mini- 
flers,  when  they  faw  themfelves  reduced  to  the  neceffity  of 
fubmitting  their  conducf  to  the  examination  of  an  Englifh 
parliament,  fupported  by  an  army  from  Scotland,  and  the 
general  dilcontents  of  the  people!  Several  of  the  courtiers 
began  to  fhift  for  themfelves;  fome  withdrew  from  the 
florm,  and  others,  having  been  concerned  in  various  illegal 
projefts,  deferted  their  mailers,  and  made  their  peace  bydif- 
cover.ing  the  king’s  couftfels  to  the  leading  members  of  par¬ 
liament,  which  difabled  the  junto  from  making  any  confider- 
able  efforts  for  their  fafety.  All  men  had  a  veneration  for 
the  perfon  of  the  King,  though  his  majefty  had  loft  ground 
in  their  affections  by  his  ill  ufage  of  parliaments,  and  by 

taking 
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taking  the  faults  of  his  minijlers  upon  himfelf  But  the  Queen 
was  in  no  manner  of  efteem  with  any  who  had  the  proteftant 
religion,  and  the  liberties  of  their  country,  at  heart.  The 
Bishops  had  funk  their  chara&er  by  their  behaviour  in  the 
fpiritual  courts ,  fo  that  they  had  nothing  to  expeft  but  that 
their  wings  lliould  be  dipt.  And  the  Judges  were  defpifed 
and  hated,  for  betraying  the  laws  of  their  country,  and  giv¬ 
ing  a  Sanction  to  the  illegal  proceedings  of  the  Council  and 
Star-chamber .  As  his  majefty  had  few  friends  of  credit  or 
intereft  among  the  people  at  home,  fo  he  had  nothing  to  ex¬ 
pert  from  abroad;  France  and  Spain  were  pleafed  with  his 
diftrefs;  the  foreign  proteflants  wifhed  well  to  the  oppreffed 
people  of  England  ;  they  publifhed  their  refentments  againft 
the  bifhops ,  for  their  hard  ufage  of  the  Dutch  and  French 
congregations,  and  gave  it  as  their  opinion,  that  a  proteftant 
king  who  countenanced  papifts^  and  at  the  fame  time  drove  his 
proteftant  fubjecls  out  of  the  kingdom ,  was  not  worthy  the 
affiftance  of  the  reformed,  churches ,  efpe dally  after  he  had  re<* 
noimced  communion  with  them ,  and  declared  openly ,  that  the 
religion  of  the  church  of  E?igland  was  not  the  fame  with  that 
of  the  foreign  proteflants . 

Three  considerable  divines  of  a  very  different  character 
died  about  this  time;  Mr.  John  Ball ,  educated  in  Brazen- 
nofe  college,  Oxon,  and  afterwards  minifter  of  Whitmore, 
a  {mail  village  near  Newcaftle  in  Staffordshire,  where  he 
lived  upon  twenty  pounds  a  year,  and  the  profits  of  a  little 
fchool.  He  was  a  learned  and  pious  man,  deferving  as  high 
efteem  (fays  Mr.  Baxter')  as  the  beft  bifhop  in  England, 
though  he  was  content  with  a  poor  houfe,  a  mean  habit,  and 
a  fmall  maintenance.  Being  diflatisfied  with  the  terms  of 
conformity,  it  was  fome  time  before  he  could  meet  with  an 
opportunity  to  be  ordained  without  fubfcription ,  but  at  laft: 
he  obtained  it  from  the  hands  of  an  Irifli  bifhop,  then  occa¬ 
sionally  in  London;  though  he  lived  and  died  a  non-confor- 
mift,  he  was  an  enemy  to  a  feparation ,  and  wrote  againft 
Mr.  Can  and  Mr.  Robinfon  upon  that  head.  His  laft  work, 
entitled,  A  Stay  againft  Straying ,  was  fubfcribed  by  five  moft 
noted  prefbyterian  divines,  who  all  teftified  that  he  died 
abundantly  Satisfied  in  the  caufe  of  non-conformity,  wrhich 
he  diftinguifhed  from  feparation.  His  other  works  were 
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very  numerous,  and  of  great  reputation  in  thofe  times.  H< 
died  Oct.  20,  1640,  in  the  fifty -lixth  year  of  his  age.* 

Dr.  Lawrence  Chadderton ,  born  in  Lancafhire,  "1546,  oi 
popiflr  parents,  who,  when  they  heard  their  fon  had  chanpec 
his  religion,  difinherited  him;  he  was  firft  fellow  of  Chrifl 
college,  and  afterwards  mafter  of  Emanuel  college,  Cam. 
bridge.  King  James  nominated  him  one  of  the  four  repre- 
fentatives  of  the  puritans  in  the  Elampton-court  conference- 
and  afterwards  one  of  the  tranflators  of  the  bible.f  He  com¬ 
menced  D.  D.  1612,  and  governed  his  college  with  great 
reputation  many  years,  being  remarkable  for  gravity,  learn- 
mg  and  piety ;  !  1  e  had  a  plain  out  effectual  wav  of  preach- 
ing  (fays  Fuller, ||)  having  a  drift  regard  for  the  fabbath, 
and  a  great  averfion  to  arminianifm.  Ele  was  a  fine  grey¬ 
headed  old  gentleman,  and  could  read  without  fpcctacles  to 
his  death,  which  happened  in  the  103d  year  of  his  acre. 
Being  advanced  in  years,  and  afraid  of  being  fucceeded  by 
an  arminian  divine,  he  refigned  his  mafterfhipro  Dr.  Prejlon , 
whom  he  furvived;  and  faw  Dr.  Bancroft ,  and  after  hirfi  Dr! 
■Kojdifworth  fucceed  him,  which  laid  attended  his  funeral  at 
St.  Andrew's  church,  and  gave  him  a  large  and'  deferved 
commendation  in  a  funeral  fermon. 

Dr.  Richard  Neile,  archbifhop  of  York,  born  in  Kino-. 
ftreet,  Weftminfler,  of  mean  parents,  his  father  being  a  tal¬ 
low-chandler;  he  was  educated  in  St.  John’s  college",  Cam¬ 
bridge,  and  palled  through  all  the  degrees'  and  orders  of 
preferment  in  the  church  of  England,  having  been  a  fchool- 
mafter,  curate,  vicar,  parfon,  chaplain,  mafter  of  the  Savoy, 
dean  of  Weftminfler,  clerk  of  the  clofettotwo  kings,  bifhop 
•of  jRochefter,  Litchfield,  Lincoln,  Durham,  Winchefter; 
and-  laiily,  archbifhop  of  York.  The  Oxford  hiftorian  fays’, 
he -was- an  affeftionate  fubjeft  to  his  prince,  an  indulgent  fa¬ 
ther  tohis-clergy,  a  bountiful  patron  to  his  chaplains,  and  a 
true  friend  to  all  that  relied  upon  him.  Dr.  Heylin  con- 
feffes,  that  he  was  not  very  eminent  either  for  parts  or  learn¬ 
ing;  Mr .-  Prynne^  fays,  he  was  a  popifli  arminian  prelate,  and 
a  perfecutor  of  all  orthodox  and  godly  minifters.  It  is  cer- 


Clarke’s  Lives  annexed  to  his  General  Martyrology,  p.  147. 

r  *  1  \  " 

f  Ibid.  p.  146.  ||  Book  ii.  p.  118. 
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tain  he  had  few  or  none  of  the  qualifications  of  a  primitive 
bifhop*  he  hardly  preached  a  fermon  in  twelve  years,  and 
o-ained  his  preferments  by  flattery  and  fervile  coui  t  compli¬ 
ances.  He  was  a  zealous  advocate  for  pompous  innovations 
in  the  church,  and  oppreflive  projects  in  the  ftate,  for  which 
he  would  have  felt  the  refentments  of  the  houfe  of  commons, 
had  he  lived  a  little  longer;  but  he  died  very  feafonably  lor 
himfelf  in  an  advanced  age,  Oft.  31,1 640,  three  days  before 
the  meeting  of  the  long  parliament. 

[To  the  divines,  to  whofe  memory  Mr.  Neal  pays  the  juft 
tribute  of  refpeft  in  the  laft  chapter,  may  be  added  the  great 
Mr.  Jofeph  Mede.  He  was  defcended  from  a  good  family, 
and  born  in  Oftober  1586,  at  Berden  in  Eflex.  lie  re¬ 
ceived  his  grammar  learning  firft  at  Hoddefdon  in  Hertford- 
fliire,  and  finiflied  it  at  Weathersfield  in  Eflex.  While  he 
was  at  this  laft  fchool,  he  bought  B ell ar mine" s  Hebrew 
grammar,  and  without  the  affiftance  of  a  mafter,  attained 
confiderable  fkill  in  the  Hebrew  tongue.  In  1602  he  was 
fent  to  ChrifEs  college  in  Cambridge.  In  1612  he  took  the  » 
degree  of  mafter  of  arts;  and  1618,  that  of  bachelor  in  di¬ 
vinity;  but  his  modefty  and  humility  reftrained  him  from 
taking  the  degree  of  doctor.  After  taking  the  firft  degree, 
by  the  influence  of  bifhop  Andrews  he  was  chofen  fellow  of 
his  college:  having  been  pafled  over  at  feveral  elections,  as 
one  fufpefted  of  favouring  puritanical  principles.  In  1627, 
at  the  recommendation  of  archbifhop  Ufher ,  he  was  elected 
proved  of'Trinity  college,  Dublin,  but  declined  accepting 
this  preferment;  as  he  did  alfo,  when  it  was  offered  him  a 
fecond  time,  in  1630.  On  the  fmall  income  of  his  fellow- 
fhip  and  a  college  lefture  he  was  extremely  generoqs  and  cha¬ 
ritable  ;  and  conftantly  appropriated  a  tenth  of  it  to  chari¬ 
table  ufes.  Temperance,  frugality,  and  a  care  to  avoid  un¬ 
it  ecefl  ary  expences,  enabled  him  to  do  this.  His  thoughts 
were  much  employed  on  the  generous  defign  of  effefting  an 
univerfal  pacification  amongft  proteftants.  It  was  a  favourite 
faying  with  him:  u  That  he  never  found  himfelf  prone  to 
44  change  his  hearty  affeftions  to  any  one,  for  mere  differ- 
44  ence  in  opinion.”  He  was  a  friend  to  free  enquiry.  44  I 

cannot  believed"  faid  he,  44  that  truth  can  be  prejudiced 
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by  the  difcovery  of  truth;  but  I  fear  that  the  maintenance 

c<  •  KT,(;of-!7  fallacy  or  wifehood  may  not  end  with  a  blefs- 
ing-  He  was  an  eminent  and  faithful  tutor.  It  was  his 
cuitom  to  require  the  attendance  of  his  pupils  in  the  even¬ 
ing  to  examine  them  on  the  ftudies  of  the  day  the  firft 
queftion  he  then  propofed  to  every  one  in  his  order  was, 
Quid  dubitas?  What  doubts  have  you  met  with  in  vour 
‘  ftudies  to-day?”  For  he  fuppofed  that  to  doubt  nothin?, 
and  to  underhand  nothing,  was  nearly  the  fame  thing.  Be- 
fore  he  difmilTed  them  to  their  lodgings,  after  having  folved 
their  queftions,  he  commended  them  and  their  ftudies  to 
Ood  s  protection  and  bleffing,  by  prayer.  He  was  anxious 
and  laboiious  in  his  ftudy  of  hiftory  and  antiquities,  anddi- 
ligently  applied  every  branch  of  knowledge  to  increafe  his 

1 "  i*!}  6  *acre^  wr^ings*  He  led  the  way  in  fhewing  that 
papal  Rome  was  one  principal  objeft  of  the  apocalyptic  vi- 
lions;  and  was  the  firfl  who  fuggefted  the  fentiments  fmce 
etpoufed  and  defended  by  the  pens  of  Lardner ,  Sykes ,  and 
Farmer ,  that  the  daemoniacs  in  the  New  Teflament  were  not 
real  p off ejjtons^  but  perfons  affli&ed  with  a  lunacy  and  epi- 
lepfy.  His  days  were  fpent  in  ftudious  retirement.  He  died 
on  the  1  ft  of  O&ober,  1638,  in  the  52d  year  of  his  age. 
In  1677,  a  complete  edition  of  his  works  was  publifhed  in 
folio  by  Dr.  Worthington.  Britifh  Biography,  vol.  iv.  p# 
446,-452,  and  his  Life  prefixed  to  his  works.  Ed.] 
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King  Charles  I.  1640. 

The  Chara&cr  of  the  Long  Parliament.  Their  Arguments 
azainft  the  late  Convocation  and  Canons.  The  Impcacj- 
ment  of  Dr.  William  Laud,  Archbijhop  of  Canterbury- 
Votes  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  againjl  the  Promoters  of  the 
late  Innovations. 


WE  are  now  entering  upon  the  proceedings  of  the 
long  parliament ,  which  continued  fitting  with  fornc 
little  intermiffion  for  above  eighteen  years,  and  occaflone 
fuch  prodigious  revolutions  in  church  and  ftatc,  as  were  the 
furprize  and  wonder  of  all  Europe.  I  he  home  of  commons 
have  been  feverely  cenfured  for  tlie  ill  fuccefs  of  then  ^en¬ 
deavours  to  recover  and  fecure  the  conftitution  of  tneir 
country;  but  the  attempt  was  glorious,  though  a  train  of 
unforefeen  accidents  rendered  it  fatal  in  the  event.  I  he 
members  confided  chiefly  of  country  gentlemen,  w  ho  had  no 
attachment  to  the  court;  for,  as  Whitlock  obferves,  cc  though 
“  the  court  laboured  to  bring  in  their  friends,  yet  thofe  who 
“  had  mod  favour  with  them,  had  lead  in  the  country ; 
cc  and  it  was  not  a  little  fl: range  to  fee  what  a  fpirit  of  oppo- 
Ci  fition  to  the  court  proceedings  was  in  the  hearts  and  ac- 
cc  tions  of  mod  of  the  people,,  fo  that  very  few  of  that  party 
cc  had  the  favour  of  being  chofen  members  of  this  parlia- 
cc  ment.”*  Mr.  Eachard  infinuates  fome  unfair  methods  of 
election,  which  might  be  true  on  both  fldes ;  but  both  he 
and  lord  Clarendon  admit,  that  there  wrere  many  great  and 
•worthy  patriots  in  the  houfe,  and  as  eminent  as  any  age 
had  ever  produced;  men  of  gravity,  of  wifdom,  and  of  great 
and  plentiful  fortunes,  who  would  have  been  fatisfied  with 
fome  few  amendments  in  church  and  date. 

Before  the  opening  of  the  feflion  the  principal  members 
confulted  meafures  for  fe curing  the  frequency  of  parliaments ; 
for  re  dr  effing  of  grievances  in  church  and  Jlate\  and  for  bring¬ 
ing  the  king's  arbitrary  minifters  to  juftice ;  to  accomplifli 

*  Memorials, p-  35-  '  which 
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aCO:fry  ,0  feI  fomc  bounds  to  the 
P  ogative,  and  to  leffen  the  power  of  the  h'fhn^c  u 

never  entered  into  their  thought"  to  overmnCS  v  ‘  “ 

epical  conffimtion,  ns  will  appear 

teftimony  of  the  mod  unexceptionable  hiltorians.  '  '' 

As  to  their  religion  (fays  the  noble  hiftorian  *)  thev 

were  all  members  of  the  eftablilhed  church,  and  almoft  1 1 

man  ioi  epifcopal  government.  Though  they  were  nn 

«  f07?hedFn0USh]0  Jn“Urt’ they  had  a11  imaginable  duty 

«  bv  ,*e  k‘°g’  and  affeJlon  for  government  eftabliffied 

«  rl  ^ZTT1  CUft0m;  cand  Without  doubt  majo- 

«  who  beina nnfT: ff  77  perf°ns  of  gravi^  and  ™fdoin, 
no  minrl  P°^ned  of  Sreat  and  plentiful  fortunes,  had 
££  no  mind  to  break  the  peace  of  the  kingdom,  or  to  make 

££  *7  confiderable alterations  in  the  government  of  the 

church  or  fete.”  Dr.  Lewis  du  Moulin,  who  lived 

“  weTe  mof  Time%fyS’  “  both  a»d  commons 
cc  ,1:  f  moR’  d  not  aj!’  peaceable,  orthodox  church  of  Ena. 

«  I"!  men’  f  conrormmg  to  the  rites  and  ceremonies  of 
££  P  c°pacy,  DUt  greatly  averfe  to  popery  and  tyranny,  and 

«  Rome  ’’%!  Pa?  °lthe  C?Urch  that  Alined  towards 
e”  t bls  1S  further  evident  from  their  order  of  Nov 

20,  1640,  that  none  jhould fit  in  their  houfe  but  fuch  as  -would 

727  f  "union  according  to  the  ufage  of  the  church  of 
s^w.a.  The  commons,  in  their  grand  remonftrance  of 
77  }’  1 64 1,  declared  .to  the  world,  “  that  it  was  far  from 
C£  the,r  purpofe  to  Jet  loofe  the  golden  reins  of  difeipline  and 
<£  government  in  the  church,  to  leave  private  perfons,  or 
££  particuar  congregations,  to  take  up  what  form  of  divine 
ee  f1  Vicc  they  pleafed ;  for  we  hold  it  requifite  (fay  they) 
tnat  there  fliould  be  throughout  the  whole  realm  a  confor¬ 
mity  to  that  order  which  the  law  enjoins,  according  to  the 
word  of  God.”  The  noble  hiftorian  ’adds  further  °ec  th  't 

‘C  ™  after  the  battle  of  Edgehill  the  defign  againft  the 
.  church  was  not  grown  popular  in  the  houfe;  that  in  the 
,  yeais  1642  and  1643,  the  lords  and  commons  were  in 
,e  Perfe? .  confonnity  to  the  church  of  England,  and  fo 
was,  , )!r  arrn/’  tbe  general  and  officers  both  by  fea  and 
“  iana  ueing  neither  prejbyterians,  independent ss,  anabaptifs , 

,  *  Clarendon,  vol.i.  p.  184,  See. 
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nor  convent  icier s  ;  and  that  when  they  call  their  upon 
“  Scotland,  there  were  in  truth  very  few  in  the  two  houfes 
“  who  defired  the  extirpation  of  epifcopacy.  Nay,  his  lord- 
“  (hip  is  of  opinion,  that  the  nation  in  general  was  lefs  in- 
“  dined  to  the  puritans  than  to  the  papifts;  at  leait,  that 
“  they  were  for  the  eftablifhment,  for  when  the  king  went 
“  to  Scotland,  [1641]  the  common-prayer  was  much  reve- 
renced  throughout  the  kingdom,  and  was  a  general  object 

“  of  veneration  with  the  people. - —There  was  a  full  lub- 

«  million  and  love  to  the  dtablifhed  government  of  the 
“  church  and  hate,  efpecially  to  that  part  of  the  church 
64  which  concerned  the  liturgy  and  book  of  common-prayer;5* 
which,  though  it  be  hardly  credible,  as  will  appear  hereafter 
by  the  numbers  of  petitions  from  fevcral  counties  agannft  the 
hierarchy,  yet  may  ferve  to  filence  thofe'  of  his  lordfhip’s 
admirers,  who  through  ignorance  and  ill-will  have  repre- 
fented  the  long  parliament,  and  the  body  of  the  puritans  at 
their  firft  fitting  down,  as  in  a  plot  againft  the  whole  eccle- 
fiaftical  eftablifnment. 

If  we  may  believe  his  lordftiip’s  charafter  of  the  leading 
members  of  both  houfes,  even  of  thofe  who  were  moft  active 
in  the  war  againft  the  king,  we  {hall  find  even  they  were 
■true  churchmen  according  to  law;  and  that  they  had  no  de- 
figns  againft  epifcopacy,  nor  any  inclinations  to  prejhyiery  or 
the  feparation . 

The  earl  of  Essex  was  captain-general  and  commander 
in  chief  of  the  parliament  army,  and  fo  great  was  his  repu¬ 
tation,  that  his  very  name  commanded  thoufands  into  their 
v  fervice.  It  had  been  impoffible  for  the  parliament  to  have 
raifed  an  army,  in  lord  Clarendon? s  opinion,  if  the  earl  of 
Efex  had  not  confented  to  be  their  general;  and  46  yet  this 
nobleman f  lays  he,*  44  was  not  indevotedto  the  fundlion  of 
bijhcps ,  but  was  as  much  devoted  as  any  man  to  the  book  of 
44  common-prayer ,  and  obliged  all  his  fervants  to  be  prefent 
44  with  him  at  it\  his  houfhold  chaplain  being  always  a  con - 
44  formable  man ,  and  a  good  fcholar 

The  earl  of  Bedford  was  general  of  the  horfe  under  the 
earl  of  Effex,  but  44  he  had  no  defire  that  there  fhoidd  be  am 
44  alteration  in  the  government  of  the  church,  he  had  always 

#  Clarendon,  vol.  i.  p.  182,  185,  189,  2 1  i,  212,.  233,  507  ;  and  vol.  iL 
p.  21  j,  2J2,  2 14,  462, 597,  &c.  “  lived 
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<c  ?V<2  t0Wai"^s  ray  °f  Canterbury  himfelf,  with  all  re- 
«  Ped  ai;‘J. reverence;  he  frequently  vifited  and  dined  with" 
«  'TV lublcribed  liberally  to  the  repairing  of  St.  Paul’s, 
<uiq  leconded  all  pious  undertakings.5 9 

Lord  Kimbolton,  afterwards  earl  of  Manchefier ,  was  a 

man  of  great  generality  and  good  breeding;  and  no  man 

was  more  in  the  confidence  of  the  difcontented  party  or 

moie  trailed;  he  was  commander  of  part  of  the  parliament 

foices,  and,  rather  complied  with  the  changes  of  the  times  than 

otherywife ;  he  had  a  confiderahle  lhare  in  the  reftoration  of 

Ling  Charles  the  fecond,  and  was  in  high  favour  with  him 
till  ms  death. 

1  he  earl  of  Warwick  was  admiral  of  the  parliament 
iieet ;  he  was  the  perfon  who  feized  on  the  king’s  lhips.  and 
employed  them  again!!  him  during  the  whole  courfe  of  the 
war ;  he  was  looked  upon  as  the  greateft  patron  of  the  puri¬ 
tans,  and  yet  this  nobleman  (fays  lord  Clarendon )  never  difcc- 
aiered  any  averfion  to  epfcopacy ,  but  much  prof effed  the  contrary. 

In  truth,  (fays  the  noble  hiftorian)  when  the  bill  was 
brought  into  the  home  to  deprive  the  bifhops  of  their  votes 
in  parliament,  there  were  only  at  that  time  taken  notice  of 
hi  the  houfe  of  peers,  the  lords  Say  and  Brook,  as  pofitive 
enemies  to  the  whole  fabrick  of  the  church,  and  to  defire 
a  dilToiution  of  the  government. 

Amongft  the  leading  members  in  the  houfe  of  commons, 
maj  reckon  William  Lenthall,  efq;  their  fpeaker, 
who  was  of  no  ill  reputation  for  his  affedion  to  the  govern¬ 
ment  both  of  church  and  fate ,  (fays  his  lordlhip,)  and  de- 
ciareci  on^his  death-bed  after  the  reftoration,  that  he  had 
always  efceemed  epifcopal  government  to  be  the  bed  govern- 
men  of  the  church,  and  accordingly  died  a  dutifuf fon  of 
the  church  of  England. 

o 

Mr.  Pym  had  the  leading  influence  in  the  houfe  of  com¬ 
mons,  and  was(in  truth  the  moft  popular  man,  and  mod  able 
to  do  hurt  of  any  who  lived  in  his  time;  and  yet,  lord  Cla- 
j  CYiaoYi  fays,  though  he  was  an  enemy  io  the  arminictns ,  he  pro- 
fcffcd  to  he  very  entirely  for  the  doctrine  and  difcipline  of  the 
church  of  England ,  and  was  never  thought  to  be  for  violent 
me  of ure  r,  till  the  king  came  to  tlee  houfe  of  commons ,  and  at- 
tempted  to  feize  him  amongst  the  Jive  members. 


\ 


Denzil 


f 


CHAP.  VII.  OF  THE  PURITANS.  347 

Denzil  Hollis,  efq;  after  the  reftoration  promoted  to 
tV»e  dignity  of  a  baron ,  was  at  the  head  of  all  the  parlia- 
ment’s  councils  till  the  year  1647.  Be  bad  an  indignation 
(fays  lord  Clarendon )  againjl  the  independents ,  nor  was  he 
affeSled  to  the  prejbyterians ,  any ,  otherwife  than  as  they  con- 
Jlituted  a  party  to  oppofe  the  ethers ,  but  was  well  pleafed  with 
the  government  of  the  church . 

Sir  H.  Vane  the  elder,  did  the  king’s  affairs  an  unipeak- 
able  prejudice,  and  yet  in  his  judgment  he  liked  the  govci  n- 
ment  both  of  church  and fate ;  nay,  he  not  only  appeared  highly 
conformable  himfelf  but  exceeding  jharp  againjl  tnofe  that 

were  not .  ( 

Sir  John  Hotham  was  the  gentleman  who  lhut  tne 
gates  of  Hull  againft  the  king ;  and  in  a  faily  trait  ne  made 
upon  the  king’s  forces  fired  the  find  blood  that  was  fpilt  in 
the  civil  war,  and  was  the  firft  his  majefty  proclaimed  a 
traitor;  and  yet  his  lordfhip  declares,  he  was  very  well 
affeded  to  the  government . 

His  lordfhip  is  a  little  more  dubious  about  the  famous 
Mr.  Hampden,  but  fays,  that  moft  people  believed  his  dif 
like  was  rather  to  fotne  churchmen ,  than  to  the  ecclefiafical 
government  of  the  church . 

I  might  mention  Mr.  Whitlock,  Selden,Langhorne, 
and  others,  who  are  reprefented  without  the  lean  inclination 
to  prefbytery ;  but  it  is  fufficient  to  obferve  from  his  lordfhip, 
that  all  the  earl  of  Effexh  party  in  both  houfes  were  men  of 
fuch  principles ,  that  they  defir ed  no  alteration  in  the  court  or 
government ,  but  only  of  the  perfons  that  a  died  in  it\  nay ,  the 
chief  officers  of  his  army  were  fo  %ealous  for  the  liturgy ,  that 
they  would  not  hear  a  man  as  a  minifer  that  had  not  epif copal 
ordination . 

Nathaniel  Fiennes ,  efq;  Sir  H.  Vane ,  jun.  and  fhortly  after 
Mr.  Hampden ,  were  believed  to  be  for  root  and  branch ;  yet 
(fays  his  lordfhip)  Mr.  Pym  was  not  of  that  mind,  nor  Mr. 
Hollis,  nor  any  of  the  northernmen,  nor  any  of  thofe  law¬ 
yers  who  drove  on  moft  furioufly  with  them ;  all  of  whom 
were  well  pleafed  with  the  government  of  the  church;  for 
though  it  was  in  the  hearts  of  fome  few  to  remove  founda- 

O  ' 

tions,  they  had  not  the  courage  and  confidence  to  commu¬ 
nicate  it. 

This 
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Tins  was  the  prefent  temper  and  conflitution  of  both 
houies ;  from  which  his  lordlhip  juftly  concludes,  that  as 
they  were  all  of  them ,  almojl  to  a  man,  conformijls  to  the  church 
of  England,  they  had  all  imaginable  duty  for  the  king  and 
cijfeclion  for  the  government  ejlablijhed  bylaw,  and  as  for 
the  church,  the  major  part  even  of  thefe  perfons  would  have 
been  willing  to  fatisfy  the  king ;  the  rather,  becaufe  they  had 
no  re  cif on  to  think  the  two  h'otifes ,  or  indeed  either  of  them 
could  have  been  induced  to  purfue  the  contrary.  How  injuri¬ 
ous  then  are  the  characters  of  thofe  church  hiftorians,  and 
others,  who  have  reprefented  the  members  of  this  parlia¬ 
ment,  even  at  their  firfl  felTion,  as  men  of  the  new  religion 
or  or  no  religion,  fanaticks , '  men  deeply  engaged  in  a  defign 
agamlt  the  whole  conflitution  in  church  and  flate  ! 

The  parliament  was  opened  Nov.  3,  with  a  molt  gracious 
fpeech  from  the  throne,  wherein  his  majefty  declares,  he 
would  concur  with  them  in  fatisfying  their  juft;  grievances 
leaving  it  with  thcip  where  to  begin.  Only  fome  offence 
was  taken  at  filling  the  Scots,  Rebels,  at  a  time  when  there 
was  a  Pacification  fuhfifting;  upon  which  his  majefty  came 
to  the  houfe,  and  inftead  of  foftening  his  language,  very  im¬ 
prudently  avowed  the  expreffion,  faying,  he  could  call  them 
neither  better  nor  worfe .  .  The  houfes  petitioned  his  majefty 
to  appoint  a  fail  for  a  divme  blefting  upon  their  counfels, 

.  which  was  observed  Nov.  17,  the  reverend  Mr.  Marfa) 
and  Mr.  Burges  preached  before  the  commons;  the  former 

2  Cm  on  xv.  2.  1  he  Lord  is  with  you,  while  you  are  with 
him;  if  you  fcek  him  he  will  be  found  of  you,  but  if  you  for - 
fake  him  he  will  forfake  you .  The  latter  on  Jer.  1.  5.  They 
j<:all  afk  the  way  to  /Zion  with  their  faces  thitherward,  faying, 
come ,  ci/iii  let  us  join  ourf elves  to  the  Lord  in  a  perpetual 
covenant  t u a.,  jhall  not  be  forgotten .  The  fermons  were  long, 
but  delivered  wmi  a  great  deal  of  caution!  the  houfe  gave 
them  thanks,  and  a  piece  of  plate  for  their  labours.  The 
hi kiop$  of  Durham  and  Carlisle  preached  before  the  lords 
in  the  aboey  chtircii  of  "Weftminfter;  the  one  a  courtier, 
and  the  other  a  favourer  of  the  puritans.  'The  Lord’s-day 
following,  ail  the  members  in  a  body  received  the  facrament 
from  the  hands  of  biiliop  williams  dean  of  Weftminfter,  not 
at  the  rails  about  the  altar,  but  at  a  communion-table  placed 
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by  order  of  tlie  houfe,  in  tlie  middle  of,  the  church  on 
that  occafion. 

At  their  firft  entrance  upon  bufinefs  they  appointed  four 
errand  committees;  the  firft  to  receive  petitions  about  griev¬ 
ances  of  religion,  which  was  afterwards  fulxhvidcd  into 
twenty  or  thirty;  the  fecond  for  the  affair^  of  Scotland  and 
Ireland ;  the  third  for  civil  grievances,  as  (hip-money,  judges, 
courts  of  juftice,  monopolies,  &c.  tli c  fourth  concerning  po¬ 
pery,  and  plots  relating  thereunto.  Among  the  grievances 
of  religion,  one  of  the  firft  things  that  came  before  the 
horde  was,  the  ad's  and  canons  of  the  late  convoca¬ 
tion;  feveral  warm  fpeeches  were  made  againft  the  com¬ 
pilers  of  them,  Nov.  9,  and  among  others  lord  Digby ,  who 
was  as  yet  with  the  country  party,  (food  up  and  faid,  44  Does 
Cc  not  every  parliament-man’s  heart  rife,  to  (ee  the  prelates 
4C  ufurping  to  themfelves  the  grand  pre-eminence  of  parlia- 
44  ment?  the  granting  fubiidies  under  the  name  of  a  bene- 
44  volence,  under  no  lefs  a  penalty  to  them  that  refufe  it, 
44  than  the  iofs  of  heaven  and  earth;  of  heaven  by  excom- 
44  munication,  and  of  earth  by  deprivation,  and  this  without 
44  redemption  by  appeal?  What  good  man  can  think  with 
44  patience,  of  fuch  an  enfnaring  oath,  as 'that  which  the  new 
44  canons  enjoin  to  be  taken,  by  miniflers,  lawyers,  phyfi- 
44  dans,  and  graduates  in  the  univerfity,  where,  befides  the 
44  fwearing  fuch  an  impertinence,  as  that  things  neceffary  to 
44  falvation  are  contained  in  difeipline;  befides  the  (wearing 
44  thofe  to  be  of  divine  right ,  which  among  the  learned  was 
44  never  pretended  to,  as  the  ^rch  things  in  our  hierarchy; 
44  befides  the  fwearing  not  to  confent  to  the  change  of  that, 
44  which  the  (late  may,  upon  great  reafons,  think  fit  to  alter; 
44  befides  the  bottomlefs  perjury  of  an  et  cat  era ;  befides  all 
44  this,  men  muff  fwear  that  they  fwear  freely  and  volunta- 
44  rily,  what  they  are  compelled  to;  and  laftly,  that  they 
44  fwear  to  the  oath  in  the  literal  fenfe,  whereof  no  two  of 
44  the  makers  themfelves  that  I  have  heard  of,  could  ever 
44  agree  in  the  underftanding.”* 

.  *  Dr.  Grey  contrafts  this  fpeech  of  lord  Digby's,  as  far  as  it  ccnfures  the 
.  convocation  for  taxing  the  clergy,  with  fome  reflections  on  it  from  Collier  ; 
-who  affertSjthat  the  clergy  had  always  the  privilege  of  taxing  their  own 
body ;  that  from  Magna  Charta  to  the  37th  of  Henry  VIII,  there  is  no  par- 
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S;r  B.  Rudyard,  Sir  J.  Culpeper ,  Sir  Edward Deerinv \  Sir 
Uarbottle  Crimjlone,  fpoke  with  the  fame  warmth  and  fatyri- 
cal  wit,  for  di/charging  the  canons,  demounting  them,  and 
melting  them  down-,  nor  did  any  gentleman  ftand  up  in  ’their 
behalf  but  Mr.  Holbourn ,  who  is  laid  to  make  a  fpeech  of 
two  hours  in  their  vindication  5  but  his  arguments  made  no 
impreihon  on  the  houfe,  for  at  the  clofe  of  the  debate  a 
committee  of  twelve  gentlemen,  among  whom  were  Mr. 
Selden ,  Ivlaynard,  and  Coke ,  was  appointed  to  fearch  for  the 
warrants  by  which  the  convocation  was  held,  after  the  par¬ 
liament  bioke  up,  and  lor  the  letters  patent  of  the  benevo~ 
knee,  and  for  fuch  other  materials  as  might  affift  the  houfe 
in  til*..  11  n^xt  debate  upon  tins  aigument,  which  was  appointed 
for  December  1 4,  when  fome  of  the  members  would  have 
aggravated  the  crime  of  the  convocation  to  high  treafon, 
butferjeant  Maynard  and  Mr.  Bagshaw  moderated  their  re- 
fentments,  by  convincing  them  that  they  were  only  in  a  prm- 

munne.  At  the  clofe  or  the  debate  the  houfe  came  to  the 
following  refolutions: 

Refol-ved  nem.  contradicente,  “  That  the  clergy  of  Enn- 
“  land  convened  in  any  convocation  or  fynod,  or  otherwife 
“  have  no  power  to  make  any  conftitutions,  canons  or  afts 
“  whatfoever,  in  matters  of  doctrine,  difeipline,  or  otherwife, 
“  to  bind  the  clergy  or  laity  of  the  land,  without  confent 

of  parliament. 


Refolved,  “  That  the  feveral  conftitutions  and  canons 
ecclefiaftical,  treated  upon  by  the  archbifnops  of  Canter- 


HamCntary  confirmation  of  fubfidies  given  by  the  clergy ;  and  that  in  158c;, 
there  is  an  indance  of  the  convocation  granting  and  levying'a  fabfidy  or 
benevolence  by  fynodical  authority.  The  credit  of  Mr.  Neal9 s  hidory,  in 
this  point,  is  no  further  concerned  than  as  he  faithfully  reprefents  lord 
Digits  fpeech.  This  Dr.  Grey  does  not  difpute.  Yet  it  may  be  proper 
to  obferve,  that  a  great  lawyer  fays,  “  that  the  grants  of  the  clergy  were 
illegal,  and  not  binding,  unlefs  they  were  confirmed  in  parliament:”  and 
that  lord  Clarendon,  fpeaki  ng  of  this  convocation  giving  fubfidies  out  of 
parliament,  cenfures  it  as  doing  that  tf£  which  it  certainly  might  not  do” 
The  lad  fubfidies  granted  by  the  clergy  were  thofe  confirmed  by  the  datute 
!  5"  Car.  I.  cap.  10.  Since  which  this  praflice  of  granting  eccleiiadical  fub¬ 
fidies  has  given  way  to  another  method  of  taxation,  comprehending  the 
clergy  as  well  as  the  laity  ;  and  in  recompence  for  it,  the  beneficed  clergy  are 
allowed  to  vote  for  knights  of  the  (hire.  Collier’s  Ecclef.  Hidory,  vol.  ii. 
p.  79<J.  Elackdone’s  Commentaries,  vol.  i.  i\  31 1,  Svo.  1778  ;  and  Lord 
Clarendon’s  Kidory,  voL  i.  p.  148.  Ed. 
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“  bury  and  York,  prefidents  of  the  convocations  for  their 
“  refpe&ive  provinces,  and  the  reft  of  the  bifhops  and  clergy 
66  of  thofe  provinces,  and  agreed  upon  with  the  king’s  ma¬ 
te  jefty’s  licence,  in  their  feveral  fynods  begun  at  London 
«  and  York,  1640,  do  not  bind  the  clergy  or  laity  of  the 
“  land,  or  either  of  them. 

Refolved ,  44  That  the  feveral  conftitutions  and  canons 
6C  made  and  agreed  to  in  the  convocations  or  fynods  above- 
“  mentioned,  do  contain  in  them  many  matters  contrary  to 
66  the  king’s  prerogative,  to  the  fundamental  laws  and  ftatutes 
“  of  this  realm,  to  the  rights  of  parliament,  to  the  property 
*4  and  liberty  of  the  fubjeft,  and  matters  tending  to  ledition, 

44  and  of  dangerous  confequence. 

Refolved ,  44  That  the  feveral  grants  of  benevolences  or 
44  contributions,  granted  to  his  moft  excellent  majefty  by  the 
44  clergy  of  the  provinces  of  Canterbury  and  York,  in  the 
44  feveral  convocations  or  fynods  holden  at  London  and  Y ork, 
64  in  the  year  1640,  are  contrary  to  the  law’s,  and  ought  not 
44  to  bind  the  clergy.” 

If  the  firft  of  thefe  refolutions  be  agreeable  to  law,  I 
apprehend  there  were  then  no  canons  fublifting,  for  thofe  of 
1603  were  not  brought  into  parliament,  but,  being  made  in 
a  parliamentary  convocation,  were  ratified  by  the  king  under 
the  great  feal,  and  fo  became  binding  on  the  clergy,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  ftatute  of  the  25th  of  king  Henry  VIII.  In  the 
Saxon  times  all  eccleiiaftical  laws  and  conftitutions  were 
confirmed  by  the  peers,  and  by  the  reprefentatives  of  the 
people;*  but  thofe  great  councils,  to  which  our  parliaments 

*  This  Dr.  Grey  controverts,  and  fays,  fe  I  fliouid  be  glad  to  know  what 
*c  authority  he  has  for  this  affertion.”  It  is  not  for  the  editor  to  give  the 
authority,  when  Mr.  Neal  has  not  himfelf  referred  to  it ;  but  he  can  fupply 
the  want  of  it  by  an  authority,  which,  if  Dr.  Grey  were  living,  would  com¬ 
mand  his  refpedt :  viz.  that  of  Dr.  Burn ,  who  tells  us,  that  “  even  in  the 
“  Saxon  times,  if  the  fubjedt  of  any  laws  was  for  the  outward  peace  and 
temporal  government  of  the  church,  fuch  laws  were  properly  ordained 
“  by  the  king  and  his  great  council  of  clergy  and  laity  intermixed,  as  our 
*<!adls  of  parliament  are  kill  made.  But  if  there  was  any  dodtrine  to  be 
tc  tried,  or  any  exercife  of  pure  difeipline  to  be  reformed,  then  the  clergy  of 
ic  the  great  council  departed  into  afeparate  fynod,  and  there  adted  as  the 
“  proper  judges.  Only  when  they  had  thus  provided  for  the  kate  of  reli- 
((  gion,  they  brought  their  canons  from  the  fynod  to  the  great  council,  to  be 
ratified  by  the  king ,  vjith  the  advice  of  his  great  men,  and  fo  made  the 

<c  conftitutions 
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fiicceed,  being  made  up  of  hicks  and  eclefiafticks,  were  after 
wards  feparated,  and  then  the  clergy  did  their  bulinefs  by 
emfelves,  and  enactea  laws  without  confirmation  of  kin? 
^  parliament,  during  the  reign  of  popery,  till  the  a ft  of  the 
fubmtjion  Of  the  clergy^  to  king  Henry  VIII.  fo  that  the  claim 
o  ma  ving  canom  without  the  fanction  of  parliament,  feemed 
to  i, ana  upon  no  other  foundation  than  the  ufurped  power 
of  the  pope  ;  nor  did  the  parliaments  of  thofe  times  yield  un 
tneir  right,  for  in  the  51ft  oi  Edward  III.  the  commons  paffed 
cl  odl,  that  no  a#  or  ordinance  fhould  be  made  for  the  fu- 
\Uie  upon  tne  petition  of  the  clergy,  without  the  confent  of 
tne  commons;  and  that  the  f aid  commons  Jhould  not  be  bound 
jor  the  future  by  any  conjlitutums  of  the  clergy ,  to  which  they 
had  not  given  their  confent  in  parliament.  But  the  bill  being 
crept,  things  went  on  upon  the  former  foot  till  the  reign  of 

mv/Aj*  7  VUi’  rllen  tlie  P°Pe’s  ufurped  power  being 

cooiiined,  botn. parliament  and  clergy  agreed  (by  th cadi  of 
fubmijfwn )  that  no  canons  flrould  be  binding  without  the 
ioy.il  uncut ;  and  that  the  clergy  in  convocation  fhould  not 
10  much  as  confuk  about  any,  without  the  king’s  fpecial 
licence;  put  lerjeant  Maynard  delivered  it  as  his  opinion  in 
tne  koufe,  that  it  did  not  follow,  that  becaufe  the  clergy 
imgnc  not  mane  canons  without  the  king’s  licence ,  that  there-' 
f  me  they  might  make  them  and  bind  them  on  the  clergy  by 
hi s^ au,hce  alone;  for  this  were  to  take  away  the  ancient 
rights  of  parliament  before  the  pope’s  ufurpation,  which 

“  c°nfi“ufns  of  ‘he  church  to  he  laws  of  the  realm.  And  the  Norman : 

,  Kevolauon  made  no  cnange  in.  this  refpeft  ”  This  author  further  fays 
“  pat  me  convocation  tax  did  always  pafs  both  houfes  of  parliament ;  fmee 
u  coutci  no.  bmu  as  a  law,  till  it  had  the  confent  of  the  legifkture  ” 
Judge  Fo/er  m  his  examination  of  biffiop  Gibfon's  codex,  appeals  to  the 
iaws  o:  Eihelbert  and  IVithred ,  kings  of  Kent,  and  of  Ina  of  Welfex:  to 
tfie  laws  Of  Alfred ,  Edward  the  elder,  Alhelftan ,  Edmund ,  Edvar,  and  Ca - 
mite,*,  s  pi  ours  that  the  ecclefiaftical  and  civil  concerns  of  the  kin  o-dom  were 

110  y  time?  9^le  Saxons,  under  the  care  of  two  feparate  legiflatures, 

and  idojea  to  different  adminifirations ;  but  blended  together,  and  dire&ed 
by  one  and  the  fame  legiflatuie,  the  great  couNCiLs*(or,  in  modem  ftile, 
the  parliaments)  of  the  refpe&ive  kingdoms  during  the  heptarchv,  and  of 
the  united  kingdom  afterwards.  Burn’s  Ecclefiaftical  Law,  vol.  ii.  p.  22 y 

20.  8  vo.  An  Examination  of  the  Scheme  pf  Church  Power  laid  down  in 
the  Codex,  p.  126,  See.  Ed. 

*  Fuller’s  Appeal,  p.  42,  -  ■  1 
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they  never  yielded  up,  nor  does  tlie  ad  of  fubmiffion  of  the 
clergy  take  away.  Upon  this  reafoning  the  commons  voted 
their  firjl  refolution ,  the  ftrength  of  which  I  leave  to  the 
reader’s  conilderation. 

The  arguments- upon  which  the  other  refolutions  are 
founded  will  be  laid  together,  after  we  have  related  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  the  convocation. 

The  convocation  was  opened  Nov.  4,  1640.  Dr.  Hargrave^ 
dean  of  Canterbury,  preached  the  fermon,  and  Dr.  Steward , 
dean  of  Chicheller,  was  chofen  prolocutor,  and  prefented  to 
the  archbiftiop’s  acceptance  in  king  Henry  the  Vllth’s  chapel, 
when  his  grace  made  a  pathetic  fpeech,  lamenting  the  danger 
of  the  church,  and  exhorting  every  one  prefent  to  perform 
the  duty  of  their  places  with  refolution,  and  not  to  be  wanting 
to  themfelves  or  the  caule  of  religion ;  but  nothing  of  mo¬ 
ment  was  tranfafted,  there  being  no  commiffion  from  the 
king;  only  Mr.  Warmiflre ,  one  of  the  clerks  for  the  diocefe 
of  Worcefter,  being  convinced  of  the  invalidity  of  the  late 
canons,  moved  the  houfe  that  they  might  cover  the  pit  which 
they  had  opened ,  and  prevent  a  parliamentary  inquifition,  by 
petitioning  the* king  for  leave  to  review  them;  but  his  mo¬ 
tion  was  rejefted,  the  houfe  being  of  opinion  that  the  canons 
were  juftifiable;  nor  would  they  appear  fo  mean  as  to  con¬ 
demn  themfelves  before  they  were  accufed.  Mr.  Warmiflre 
fuffered  in  the  opinion  of  his  brethren  within  doors  for  his 
cowardly  fpeech;  and  was  reproached  from  without  as  an 
enemy  to  the  church,  and  a  turn-coat ,  becaufe  he  had  fub- 
feribed  thofe  articles  which  now  he  condemned.  This  obliged 
him  to  publifh  his  fpeech  to  the  world,  wherein,  after  having 
declared  his  fatisfa&ion  in  the  do&rine,  difeipline,  and  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  church  of  England,  as  far  as  it  is  eitablifhed  by 
law,  he  goes  on  to  wifli  there  had  been  no  private  innovations 
introduced;  for  though  he  approves  of  an  outward  reverence 
in  the  worfhip  of  God,  he  is  againft  direfting  it  to  altars  and 
images.  He  apprehends  it  reafonable,  that  fuch  innocent 
ceremonies  as  have  a  proper  tendency  to  decency  and  order 
fhould  be  retained,  but  willies  the  removal  of  crolfes  and 
images  out  of  churches,  as  fcandalous  and  fuperftitious, 
having  an  apparent  tendency  towards  idolatry;  and  that 
there  might  be  no  lighted  candles  in  the  day-time;  he  then 
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gives  his  reafons  againft  the  oath  in  the  fixth  canon,  and 
concludes  with  thefe  words:  “  If  my  fubfeription  be  urged 

„  a.Sam{tf  Zlrdl}  have  faid’  1  was  perfuaded  it  was  the  prao 
tice  of  fynods  and  councils,  that  the  whole  body  fliould 

<£  “,be  r°  thofe  which  are  paffed  by  the  major  part 
as  Jynoaicai  ads,  notwithftanding  their  private  differ.!-  if 
my  fubfeription  implied  any  more,  I  do  fo  far  recant  and 
condemn  it  in  myfeif,  and  defire  pardon  both  of  God  and 
the  church  reviving  by  God’s  grace  to  be  more  cautions 
hereafter.  Mr.  Warmijlre' s  behaviour  {hewed  him  to  be 
a  wife  and  difereet  clergyman;  and  his  being  fequeftered 
u om  his  livings  feme  time  after,  for  not  fubmitting  to  the 
parliament,  {hews  him  to  have  been  a  man  of  principle,  not 
to  be  moved  from  his  integrity  by  the  refentments  of  his 
friends,  or  the  flatteries  of  his  enemies.  And  though  the 
convocation  was  fo  fanguine  at  their  firft  coming  together' 
as  to  defpile  Mr.  IVarmiJlre' s  motion,  yet  when  they  faw  the 
vigotous  resolutions  of  the  houfe  of  commons  againft  the 
canons,  ^anci  the  articles  of  impeachment  againft  the  metro¬ 
politan  tor  high  treafon,  one  of  which  was /or  compiling  the 
me,  canons,  they  were  difpinted,  and  in  a  few  weeks  deferred 
their  itations  m  the  convocation-houfe;  the  biflrops  alfo  dis¬ 
continued  their  meetings,  and  in  a  few  weeks  both  houfes 
dwindled  to  nothing,  and  broke  up  without  either  adjourn¬ 
ment  or  prorogation.  J 

To  i  '-tin  n  to  the  parliament.  It  was  argued  againft  the 
late  convocation ,  that  they  were  no  legal  affembly  after  the 
diffolution  of  the  parliament;  that  his  majefty  had  no  more 
Power  to  continue  them  than  to  recal  his  parliament;*  nor 

Could 

*  A rchbifhop  Laud,  to  exculpate  himfelf  from  blame  in  this  matter, 
declared,  that  “  this  fitting  of  the  convocation  was  not  by  his  advice  or 
7  defire ;  but  that  he  humbly  defired  a  writ  to  diffol ve  it.”  It  was  fet  up  in 
eienee  of  tins  meafure,  (and  the  argument  has  fince  been  adopted  by  Dr 
Warner)  that  the  parliament  and  convocation  being  feparate  bodies,  and 
convened  by  different  writs,  the  diffolution  of  the  former  does  not  neceffarily 
infer  the  diffolution  of  the  latter,  which  could  not  rife  till  difeharged  by 
another  writ.  Dr.  Burn  has  advanced  this  reafon  into  a  general  principle, 
but  on  no  other  authority  than  that  of  Dr.  Warner  in  this  cafe.  The  lord- 
keeper,  the  judges,  and  king’s  council,  affured  the  king,  that  the  clergy 
rmght  legally  continue  their  fitting.  But  much  allowance  is  to  be  made  for 
t,.e  influence  under  which  tne  opinion  of  court  lawyers  is  given;  as  in  the 
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could  he  by  his  letters  patent  convert  them  into  a  national 
or  provincial  fynod,  becaufe  the  right  of  their  election  ceafmg 
at  the  expiration  of  the  convocation,  they  oiight  to  Lave 
been  re-chofen  before  they  could  aft  in  the  name  of  the 
clergy  whom  they  reprefented,  or  bind  them  by  their  de- 
It  is  contrary  to  all  law  and  reafon  in  tne  wond,  that 


ere 


a  number  of  men  met  together  in  a  convocation,  upon  a 
fummons  limited  to  a  certain  time,  Ihould,  after  the  expiration 
of  that  time,  by  a  new  commirfion,  be  changed  into  a  na¬ 
tional  or  provincial  fynod,  without  the  voice  or  eleftion  of 
any  one  perfon  concerned.  1  lie  commons  were  theiefore 
at  a  lofs  by  what  name  to  call  this  extraordinary  affembly, 
being  in  their  opinion  neither  convocation  nor  fynod ,  becaufe 
no  reptefentative  body  of  the  clergy.  The  words  convocation 
and  fynod  are  convertible  terms,  fignifying  the  fame  thing, 
and  it  is  efTential  to  both  that  they  be  chofen  by  (if  they  are 
to  make  conflitutions  and  canons  to  bind)  the  clergy.  Some 
indeed  have  thought  of  a  fmall  diltinftion,  as  that  a  convoca¬ 
tion  mult  begin  and  end  with  the  parliament,  whereas  a  fynod 
may  be  called  by  the  king  out  of  parliament,  but  then  fuch 
an  affembly  cannot  give  fublidies  for  their  brethren,  nor 
make  laws  by  which  they  will  be  bound. 

The  obj  eft  ions  to  the  particular  canons  were  thefe: 

I.  Again!!  the  firft  canon  it  was  argued,  that  the  com¬ 
pilers  of  it  had  invaded  the  rights  and  prerogative  of  parlia¬ 
ment,  by  pretending  to  fettle  and  declare  the  extent  of  the 
king’s  power,  and  the  fubjefts’  obedience. 

By  declaring  the  facred  order  of  kings  to  be  of  divine  rights 
founded  in  the  prime  laws  of  nature  and  revelation,  by  which 
they  condemned  all  other  governments. 

By  affirming  that  the  king  had  an  ab flute  power  over  all 
his  fubjefts,  and  a  right  to  the  fublidies  and  aids  of  his  peo¬ 
ple  without  confent  of  parliament. 

cafe  of  (hip-money.  Mr.  Neat’ s  reafoning  on  this  point,  carries  great 
weight  with  it.  Lord  Clarendon  f peak s  of  the  continued  fitting  of  the  con¬ 
vocation  as  rather  unprecedented;  for  he  fays,  that  this  affembling  of  the 
clergy  cuftomarily  began  and  ended  with  parliaments.  It  was  evidently 
impolitic,  in  fuch  a  conjuncture  of  time,  to  deviate  from  the  cuftom,  and  to 
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\  ^  LL  LX  X  •  ¥  ]  I 

kin /  either1  off ’nf1  “r7  n0t  bear  arms  a§aiaft  Ae« 

foever  !  enfiv,e  or  defenflve.  upon  any  pretence  what- 
Pv  t,L  pain  °f  ™ceiv\nS  t0  themf elves  damnation. 

J  Ukm?  aP°n  themfelves  to  define  fome  things  t0  be 
tieafon  not  included  in  the  fiatute  of  treafons.  * 

fnhti  aJi<tuJ  nlfliainS  a  Pena!ty  on  fuch  of  the  king’s 
bjtas  as  dial  1  dare  to  difobey  them,  in  not  reading  and  pub- 

ng  the  above-mentioned  particulars;  in  all  which  cafes 

IT"  Tff  "»"  *•  rigbu  oftarldmll 

£0,f,  f  ‘r’J  °f  “"Mjea,  «„J  fuldrteide  -l,r  Zl 
damental  laws  and  confutations  of  England.  ' ' 

affumed  rTm  I’Swf  ^  th?fecond  can™,  that  they  had 

e  Iegii.ative  power,  in  appointing  a  new  holv  dav 

“H  If,  '*'■  %*,  4a,  fee  Ml  bCiS 
ana  iucii  holy  days  and  no  more . 

the1  d«erminS,r°bjeftf  ±Cf0Urth  can™>  that  whereas 

mom  rb  °f  iS  exPre%  referred  to  parlia- 

icnt,  tlie  convocation  had  declared  that  to  be  here/}  which 

•  aw  takes. "°  notIce  of;  and  had  condemned  fodnianifm 
m  general,  without  declaring  what  was  included  under  that 
denomination,  fo  that  after  all  it  was  left  in  their  own 

character'  10m  ^  W°Uld  condemn  and  cenfure  under  that 

VI.  It  was  objected  againfi  th tfixth  canon ,  that  it  impofed 
a  new  oath  upon  the  fubjeft,  which  is  a  power  equal  if  not 
upm  loi  to  the  making  a  new  law*  It  was  argued  likewife 
agamfi  the  oath  itfelf  that  in  fome  parts  it  was  very  ambiou- 
ous  and  doubtful,  and  in  others  directly  falfe  and  illegal.  & 
We  are  to  fwear  in  the  oath ,  that  we  approve  the  dodrine. , 
djctplmc ,  or  government  ejiablijked  in  the  church  of  England 
and  yet  we  are  not  told  wherein  that  doctrine  and  difeipline 

madeTn  '•  reP!y  ‘°  this  obj.effion’  reared  to  various  canons, 

JameS  S- tlme:  and  aPP0lntlng  different  oaths,  merely  bv  the 
authority  of  convocation,  (viz.  canons  40,  118,  ,03  and  127)  as  prece¬ 
dents  which  had  never  been  declared  illegal,  nor  the  makers  of  them  cen- 
fured  bv  parliaments^ and  which  juftified,  therefore,  the  power  affumed  bv 
b  n\ocution.  is  Lordfhip  in  urging,  and  Dr.  Grey  in  repeating  this 
defence,  did  not  perceive,  that  it  is  a  bad  and  inefficient  plea  for  doincr 
Along  that  others  had  efcaped  the  cenfure  and  puniihment  ‘due  to  illegal 
condnd.  Grefs  Examination  in  loc.  Ed. 
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are  contained;  whether  by  the  do&rine  of  the  church  we  are 
to  underhand  only  the  thirty-nine  articles,  or  likewife  the 
homilies  and  church  catechilm;  and  by  the  difeipline,  only 
the  book  of  canons,  or  likewife  all  other  eccefiaitical  orders, 
not  repealed  by  ftatute;  for  it  is  obfervable,  that  the  words 
of  the  oath  are,  as  it  is  ejiablijhed,  and  not,  as  it  is  ejiablijhed 
by  law.  And  the  ambiguity  is  further  increafed  by  that 
remarkable  et  eastern ,  inferred  in  the  body  of  the  oath  ;  for 
whereas  oaths  ought  to  be  explicit,  and  the  fenfe  of  the 
words  as  clear  and  determined  as  poflible,  we  are  here  to 
fvvear  to  we  know  not  what,  to  fomething  that  is  not  ex- 
preffed;  by  which  means  we  are  left  to  the  arbitrary  inter¬ 
pretation  of  the  judge,  and  may  be  involved  in  the  guilt  of 
perjury  before  we  are  aware. 

But  befides  the  ambiguity  of  the  oath,  it  contains  fome 
things  falfe  and  illegal;  for  it  affirms  the  government  of  the 
church  by  archbifhops,  bifhops,  deans,  and  archdeacons,  to  be 
of  divine  right-,  for  after  we  have  fworn  to  the  hierarchy  as 
eftablifhed  by  the  law  of  the  land,  we  are  to  fwear  further, 
that  by  right  it  ought  fo  to  Jiand :  which  words  are  a  mere 
tautology,  or  elfe  mull  infer  fome  further  right  than  that 
which  is  included  in  the  legal  eftablifhment,  which  can  be 
no  other  than  a  divine  right.  Now,  though  it  fhould  be 
allowed,  that  the  government  of  the  church  by  bifhops  is  of 
divine  right,  yet  certainly  archbifhops,  deans,  and  archdea¬ 
cons,  can  have  no  pretence  to  that  claim. 

Befides,  to  fwear,  never  to  give  our  confent  to  alter  the 
government  of  this  church  by  archbifhops ,  bifhops ,  as  it 

/lands  now  ejiablijhed ,  is  directly  contrary  to  the  oath  of 
fupremacy,  for  in  that  oath  we  are  fworn  to  affift  his  majelty 
in  the  exercife  of  his  ecclefiaftical  jurifdiftion  or  government, 
by  his  commiffion  under  the  great  feal,  direfted  to  fuch 
perfons  as  he  fhall  think  meet ;  fo  that  if  his  majefly  fhould 
think  fit  at  any  time  to  commiffion  other  perfons  to  exercife 
ecclefiaftical  jurifdiftion  than  at  prefent,  we  are  fworn  by  the 
oath  of  fupremacy,  not  only  to  confent,  but  to  aid  and  affift 
him  in  it;  whereas  in  this  new  oath  we  fwear,  never  to  con¬ 
fent  to  any  fuch  alteration. 

Nothing  is  more  evident,  than  that  the  difeipline  of  the 
:hurch  is  alterable;  the  church  itfelf  laments  the  want  of 
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goo;}  difcipline;  and  many  of  the  clergy  and  laity  wifh  and 
delire  and  amendment;  it  is  therefore  very  unreafonable,  that 
all  who  take  degrees  in  the  univerfities,  many  of  whom  may 
be  members  of  parliament,  fhail  be  fworn  beforehand,  never 
to  confent  to  any  alteration.  And  though  it  is  known  to  all 
the  world' that  many  of  the  conformmg/lergy  are  diflatisfied 
with  fome  branches  of  the  prefent  eftablifliment,  yet  they  are 
to  fvs  eat  that  they  take  tnis  oath  heartily  and  willingly, 
though  they  are  compelled  to  it  under  the  penalties  of  fuf! 
pennon  and  deprivation.  Some  objections  were  made  to  the 
ieventh,  and  other  canons,  but  theie  were  the  chief. 

Archbilhop  Laud ,  in  his  anfwer  to  the  impeachment  of  the 
houfe  of  commons  againft  himfelf,  boldly  undertakes  to  re- 
bate  ad  thcff  objections,  and  to  juftify  the  whole,  and  every 
branch  of  the  canons;  his  words  are  thefe,  “  I  hope  I  am 
££  able  to  make  it  good  in  any  learned  affembly  in  Chrilten- 
dom,  tn at  tnis  oath,  and  all  thofe  canons  (then  made,  and 
here  before  recited)  and  every  branch  in  them,  are  juft 
and  orthodox,  and  moderate,  and  moll  neceffary  for  the 
prefent  condition  of  the  church  of  England,  how  unwel- 
“  comy  foever  to  the  prefent  diftempers.”*  Lord  Clarendon. 
e.xprefles  himfelf  modeftly  on  the  other  fide;  he  doubts, 
whether  the  convocation  was  a  legal  affembly  after  the  dif- 
folution  of  the  parliament,  and  js  very  fure,  that  their  pro¬ 
ceedings  are  not  to  be  juftified.  i(  The  convocatiori-houfe, 
“  (fays  he)  which  is  the  regular  and  legal  affembling  of  the. 
C£  clergy,  was,  after  the  determination  of  the  parliament, 
££  continued  by  a  new  writ  under  the  proper  title  of  a  fynod-, 
c'  made  canons,  which  it  was  thought  it  might  do;  and  gave 
<c  fubfidies  out  of  parliament,  and  enjoined  oaths,  which 
££  certainly  it  might  not  do;  in  a  word,  did  many  things 


a 


cc 


cc 


cc 
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*  Dr.  Grey  afks  here,  “  Where  does  the  archbifhop  fay  this?  Our  hifto- 
rian  quotes  no  authority;  and  as  he/ is  often  faulty  when  he  quotes 
chapter  and  verfe,  fo  without  it  I  am  unwilling  wholly  to  depend  upon 
“  his  bare  ipfe  dixit.”  The  editor  is  not  able,  at  prefent,  to  fupply  here 
Mr,  Aral’s  omiffion;  but  he  finds  the  fame  words  of  archbifhop  Laud  quoted 
by  Dr.  Warner,  (who  never  refers  to  his  authorities)  as  fpoken  in  the  houfe 
of  lords.  And  the  dofior  expreffes  on  them  his  belief,  that  as  to  many  of 
the  articles  contained  in  the  canons,  the  archbifhop  here  undertook  to  do 
what  he  would  have  found  it  difficult  to  make  good.  Eecles.  Hiflory,  vol. 
il  p.  535.  Ed. 
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«  which  in  the  bed  of  times  might  have  been  queftioned, 
cc  and  therefore  were  fure  to  be  condemned  in  the  word.” 
The  parliament  that  fat  after  the  reftoration  was  of  the  fame 
mind  with  his  Lordlhip,  forafmuch  as  thefe  canons  were  ex¬ 
cepted  out  of  the  aft  of  13  Car.  II.  cap .  12 ,  and  declared  of 
no  validity.  Mr.  Eachard  is  of  opinion,  that  the  fynod  that 
framed  thefe  canons  was  not  a  legal  reprefentative  of  the 
clergy  after  the  diffolution  of  the  two  honfes.  But  bifhop 
Kenneth  in  his  complete  hiftory,  fays,  that  thefe  publick  cen- 
fures  of  the  canons  were  grounded  upon  prejudice  and  faftion ; 
that  it  is  hard  to  find  any  defeft  of  legality  in  the  making  of 
them;  and  that  if  thefe  canons  were  not  binding,  we  have  no 
proper  canons  fmce  the  reformation;  he  therefore  wifhes, 
them  or  fome  others  like  them,  revived,  becaufe  in  very  much 
of  doctrine  and  difcipline  they  are  a  good  example  to  any  future 
convocation;  and ,  that-,  we  can  hardly  hope  for  unity .  cr  any 
tolerable  regularity ,  without  fome  confutations  of  the  like  nature . 
Strange!  that  a  dignified  clergyman,  that  held  his  bifhoprick 
upon  revolution  principles ,  fhould  wifh  the  fubverfion  of  the 
conftitution  of  his  country,  and  declare  for  principles  of  perfe- 
cution.  If  I  might  have  liberty  to  wifh,  it  fhould  be,  That 
neither  we  nor  cur  pofterity  may  ever  enjoy  the  bleffings  of 
unity  and  regularity  upon  the  foot  of  fuch  canons. 

Upon  the  fame  day  that  the  houfe  palled  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  refolutions  againft  the  canons,  feveral  warm  fpeeches 
were  made  ag-ainft  the  archbilhou  of  Canterbury,  as  the  chief 

O  A  J  J 

author  of  them;  and  a  committee  was  appointed  to  enquire 
more  particularly,  how  far  his  grace  had  been  concerned  in 
the  proceedings  of  the  convocation,  and  in  the  treafonable 
defign  of  fubverting  the  religion  and  laws  of  his  country,  in 
order  to  draw  up  articles  aghinft  him.  Next  day  the  earl 
of  Briftol  acquainted  the  houfe  of  lords,  that  the  Scots  com* 
miffioners  had  prefented  fome  papers  againft  the  archbifliop 
of  Canterbury,*  which  were  read  by  the  lord  Paget ,  and 

then 

*  “  Mr.  Neal”  fays  Dr.  Grey,  “  has  given  us  all  the  objections  of  the 
“  Scots  againft  the  archbifhop;  and  I  am  fo  old-faftiioned  a  perfon,  as  to 
“  think,  that  the  archbifhop’ s  anfwers  to  their  objections  fhould  likewiie 
(t  have  been  produced  by' an  imnartial  hiftorian.”  He  renews  the  fame 
complaint  againft  our  author  in  his  fecond  volume,  p.  173.  Mr.  Neats 
reafon,  for  palling  over  the  archbifhop ’s  anfvver,  appears  to  have  been,  that 

his 
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then  reported  to  the  houfe  of  commons,  at  a  conference  be 
tween  the  two  houfes.  Their  charge  confiftrirfdhS 
grievances  (which  had  occafioned  great  difturbances  in  the 
kingdom  of  Scotland)  ranged  under  three  heads,  of  all  which 

eanh.C  U  Cnged  ^  archb,lll0P  t0  be  the  chief  author  upon 

,•  The  fil7  branch  °;  the  charge  confifled  of  divers  altera- 

(aw,  contrary  to  the  form  ejlablijhcd  in  their  kirk ;  as,  hfs  en¬ 
joining  the  bifliops  to  appear  in  the  chapel  in  their  whites  ) 

ownUn7  7  1  CU?0nk°f  their  kirk’  and  Ae  archbifl£$ 

rr  f65  113  dira  ng  the  fervlce  to  he  read  in 

iape  twice  a  day;  (2.)  his  ordering  a  lilt  of  thofe 

counfellors  and  fenators  of  the  college  of  jultice,  who  did 
not  communicate  ,n  the  chapel,  according  to  a  form  re¬ 
ceived  m  their  kirk,  to  be  fent  up  to  him,  in  order  to  their 
bung  pumlhed;  (3.;  his  prefumptuous  cenfuring  the  practice 
ol  the  kirk,  m  fajlmg Retimes  on  the  lord’s  day,  as  oppose 
c  liilhamty  ltielf;  (4.)  his  obtaining  warrants  for  the 

fitting 

Ms  grace ^  evaded 'the  whole  charge  at  his  trial,  by  pleading  the  aft  nf  nKi; 
vion  at  the  pacification  of  the  Scots  troubles.  But,  as  Dn  Grey  has  endea~ 
Toured  to  fupplv  Mr.  Aeal’s  deficiency,  the  fubfiance  of  the ^archbiwl 
defences  (hall  be  given  in  the  following  notes ;  and  the  reader  will  udee  of 
their  importance,  and  of  Mr.  Neal' s  conduft  in  omitting  them.  Ed  ■ 

gr7°de?iiteteTtha?leS,t0  ^  CP*  he  u°nderiteod  * 

g  taeai  ocuer  than  to  enjoin  where  he  had  no  power:  and,  perhaps  he 
JW  hlS  majefty’s  command,  as  dean  of  his  chapel  inEngkmd 

as  might  bT”6  ED?™*  3nd  fh°Uld  be  kept  3nfwerable  t0  k  Jlere  asgmuch 

(z.)  Here  his  grace  pleads  his  majefty’s  command:  and  his  hope  that-  ,\ 
tvms  no  crime  for  a  bifhop  in  England  to  f.gnify  to  one  in  Scotland  hi 
■mg  s  pleafure  concerning  the  fervice  of  his  own  chapel.  Ed.  ’ 

(3.-)  The  defence  fet  up  on  this  head  by  the  archbilhop  was,  the  kind’s 
command ;  and  that  the  form  prefenbed,  which  was  kneeling,  was  an  artide 
of  the  fynod  of  1  erth,  made  in  a  general  alfembly,  and  confirmed  by  aft  of 
parliament.  As  to  the  requif.tion  itfelf,  he  pleaded,  that  it  amounted  to  ne 

FngLr^fce  L7he  yih°Ultd  COramand  f  his  -'udges  and  counfellors  in 
Whitehali  Eo  h  ^  rCCelVe  the  communioa  in  his  chapel  at 

(4.)  The  archbijhop  vindicates  himfelf,  in  this  inflance,  by  ample  tefti- 
momes  from  the  fathers,  and  by  decrees  of  antient  councils,  to  prove 
mat,  jn  the  antient  church,  it  tyas  held  unlawful  to  fall  on  the  lord’s  day. 
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fitting  of  an  high  commijjion  court  once  a  week  at  Edin¬ 
burgh-  (  c.)  and  his  dire&ing  the  taking  down  of  galleries  and 
{tone  walls  in  the  kirks  of  Edinburgh  and  St.  Andrews,  to 
make  way  for  altars,  and  adoration  towards  the  eaft.  (6.) 

The  fecond  branch  of  their  charge  was,  bis  obtruding  upon 
them  a  book  of  canons  and  conjlitutions  ecclejiajiicaf  devijed 
for  the  ejiablijhing  a  tyrannical  power  in  the  pcrfons  of  their 
prelates ,  over  the  confciences ,  liberties  and  goods  of  the  people ; 
(7.)  and  for  abolifhing  that  difeipline  and  government  of  their 
kirk ,  which  was  fettled  by  law ,  and  had  obtained  amongst 
them  ever  [vice  the  reformation .  For  proof  of  this  they  a!- 
ledged  that  the  book  of  canons  was  corre&ed,  altered,  and 
enlarged  by  him  at  his  pleafure,  as  appears  by  the  interlinea¬ 
tions  and  marginal  notes  m  the  book,  written  with  the  aich- 
bifhop’s  own  hand:  that  he  had  added  fome  entire  nrtr 
canons,  and  altered  others,  in  favour  of  fuperfhtion  and 
popery;  and  in  feveral  inftances  relating  to  the  cenfures  of 


The  fa&,  there  is  no  doubt,  was  fo,  and  it  gave  the  archbifhop  a  ground  of 
arguing  with  the  church  of  Scotland  011  their  practice:  but  would  it  judify 
the  afperity  of  cenfure  towards  weaker  chriftians ;  or  the  exercife  of  autho¬ 
rity,  where  every  one  ought  to  be  perluaded  in  his  own  mind?  Ed. 

(5.)  His  grace  anfwers  to  this  charge,  that  the  warrants  were  not  pro¬ 
cured  by  him,  but  by  a  Scotchman,  of  good  place,  employed  about  it  by 
the  bifhops:  and  that  the  high  commiffion  court  was  fettled,  and  in  full 
execution1  in  the  church  of  Scotland,  in  1610,  before  ever  he  appeared  in 
publick  life.  Ed. 

(6.)  The  archbijhop  abfolutely  denies,  to  the  bed  of  his  memory,  giving 
Command  or  dire&ion,  for  taking  down  the  galleries  of  St.  Andrew’s:  and 
urges,  that  it  was  very  improbable,  that  he  fhould  iffue  fuch  commands, 
where  he  had  nothing,  who  in  London,  and  other  parts  of  his  province, 
permitted  the  galleries  of  the  churches  to  dand.  As  to  the  galleries  and 
done  walls  in  the  kirks  of  Edinburgh,  they  were  removed  by  the  king’s 
command ;  not  to  make  way  for  altars  and  adoration  towards  the  ead,  but  to 
convert  the  two  churches  into  a  cathedral.  Ed. 

(7.)  The  term  obtruding  the  archbijhop  thinks  bold,  efpecially  as  pointing 
at  the  king’s  authority,  whofe  command  enjoined  the  book  of  canons  on  the 
church  of  Scotland,  and  who  in  this  exercifed  no  other  power  than  that 
which  king  James  challenged  as  belonging  to  him  in  right  of  his  crown. 
Hh  grace  does  not  allow  the  imputations  cad  on  the  book  of  canons;  and, 
if  they  did  belong  to  them,  he  pleads  that  it  was  owing  to  invincible  igno¬ 
rance  and  the  Scotch  bifhops,  who  would  not  tell  wherein  the  canons  went 
againjl  their  laws,  if  they  did.  As  to  himfelf,  it  was  his  condant  advice, 
\\ 1  the  whole  bufinefsj  that  nothing  againjl  law  fhould  be  attempted.  Ed. 

the 
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fhe,t!?.I!,d  and  Sreat  innovation  with  which  they  charged 

ti  -  Was’  the  book  °f  common  prayer,  adminijlra- 

Uon  of  the  facraments,  and  other  parts  of  divine  worfhip, 

brought  in  without  warrant  from  their  kirk,  to  be  univerfalh 

received  as  the  only  form  of  divine  fervice,  under  the  highejl 

mZ  lZZCmh  ^  e,cckfiafical’  OO  which  book  contained 
'rj  tp!j°  earors  and  ceremonies,  repugnant  to  their  confeffion 
oj  faith ,  confutations  of  their  general  afemblies,  and  to  acls  of 
parliament  Several  of  thefe  errors  ire  mentioned  in  the 
aracle,  and  they  declare  themfelves  ready,  when  defired,  to 
difcoyer  a  great  many  more  of  the  fame  kind;  all  which  were 
im poled  uPon  tlle  kingdom,  contrary  to  their  earnefl  fuopli- 
cations;  and  upon  their  refufal  to  receive  the  fervice  book, 
tey  were,  by  his  grace’s  mitigation,  declared  rebels  and 
tcanorsfi.)  an  army  was  raifed  to  fubdue  them,  and  a 
prayer  comnofed  and  printed  by  his  direftion,  to  be  read  in 
all  the  panln  churches  in  England,  in  time  of  divine  fervice. 
Wherein  they  are  called  traiterous  fubjeds,  having  cafl  off  all 
.  obedience  to  their  fiver, eign;  and  Application  is  made  to  the 
Almighty,  to  cover  their  faces  with  fliame,  as  enemies  to 
God  and  tne  king.  1  hey  therefore  pray,  that  the  arch, 
bnnop  may  be  immediately  removed  from  his  majehy’s 
prefence  and  that  he  may  be  brought  to  a  trial,  and  receive 

luch  ceniure  as  he  has  deferved,  according  to  the  laws  of 
the  kingdom. 

The  archbifhop  has  left  behind  him  a  particular  anfwer  to 
t^eie  articles^  in  his  diary ,-j-  which-  is  written  with  peculiar 

i  .  , 

•r  • ^  That  the  liturgy  was  brought  in  without  warrant  of  the  kirk,,J 
ir  it  were  true,  the  archbifhop  pleads  was  the  fault  of  the  Scotch  prelates, 
w.iom  he  had,  on  all  occafions,  urged  to  do  nothing,  in  this  particular, 
wunout  warrant  of  law  ;  and  to  whom,  though  he  approved  the  liturgy,  and 
Obeyed  his  majefty’s  command  in  helping  to  order  that  book,  he  wholly  left 
tne  manner  of  introducing  it;  becaufe  he  was  ignorant  of  the  laws  of 

(2.)  Iiis  grace  contends,  that  they  deferved  thefe  titles,  but  he  did  not 
procure  that  they  fhould  be  declared  fuch :  but  the  proclamation  fixing  thefe 

names  on  them,  went  out  by  the  common  advice  of  the  lords  of  the 
council.  Ed. 

*  In  the  original,  «  This  great  fire-brand.”  Dr  Grey . 
t  In  the  hiliory  of  his  troubles  and  trial.  Dr.  Grey .  fharunefs 
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fliarpnefs  of  ftile,  and  difcovefs  a  great  opinion  of  his  own 
abilities  and  a  contempt  of  his  adverfarics;  but  either  nom 
a  diftruft  of  the  ftrength  of  his  reply,  or  for  fome  other 
reafons,  his  grace  was  pleafed  wifely  to  evade  the  whole 
charge  at  his  trial,  by  pleading  the  att  of  oblmon  (3.)  at  the 

pacification  of  the  Scots  troubles.^ 

When  the  report  of  thefe  articles  was  made  to  the  com¬ 
mons,  the  refentments  of  the  houfe  againft  the  archbimop 
immediately  broke  out  into  a  flame;  many  fevere  fpeeches 
were  made  againft  his  late  conduct ;  and  among  others,  one 
was  bv  Sir  Harbottle  Grimjlone ,  fpeaker  of  that  parliament, 
which  reftored  king  Charles  II.  who  flood  up  and  faid, 

“  That  this  great  man,  the  archbifhop  of  Canterbury,  was 
«  the  very  Jly  of  all  that  peftilential  filth  that  had  infefted 
c<  the  government;  that  he  was  the  only  man  that  had  ad- 
“  vanced  thofe,  who,  together  with  himfelf,  had  been  the 
«  authors  of  all  the  miferies  the  nation  now  groaned  under. 

“  That  he  had  managed  all  the  projefts  that  had  been  fet 
qjj  foot  for  thefe  ten  years  paft,  and  had  condefcended  fo 
“  low  as  to  deal  in  tobacco ,  by  which  thoufands  of  poor  peo- 
“  pie  had  been  turned  out  of  their  trades,  for  which  they 
. -  ferved  an  apprenticeflnp ;  that  he  had  been  charged  in  this 
“  houfe,  upon  very  ftrong  proof,  with  defigns  to  fubvert  the 
government,  and  alter  the  proteftant  religion  in  this  king¬ 
dom,  as  well  as  in  Scotland;  and  there  is  fcarce  any  griev¬ 
ance  or  complaint  comes  before  the  houfe,  wherein  he  is 
«  not  mentioned,  like  an  angry  wafp,  leaving  his  fling  in 
“  the  bottom  of  every  thing.”  He  therefore  moved,  that 
the  charge  of  the  Scots  commiffioners  might  be  fuppoited 
by  an  impeachment  of  their  own;  and,  that  the  queftion 
might  now  be  pnt,  'whether  the  archbijhop  had  been  guilty  of 


U 


(3.)  This  Dr.  Grey  denies,  and  adds,  “  that  he  pleaded  the  king’s 
«  fpecial  pardon.”  The  doftor  confounds  here’two  different  matters.  The 
a  a  of  oblivion  was  pleaded  by  his  grace ,  before  the  trial  came  on,  to  cover 
himfelf  from  the  charge  of  the  Scots  commiffioners;  the  king’s  pardon  was 
produced  when  the  trial  was  over,  in  bar  of  the  ordinance  palled  fo*  his  exe¬ 
cution.  Mr.  Neal ,  in  which  he  is  fupported  by  the  authority  of  Collier , 
fpeaks  of  the  former.  Lord  Clarendon ,  whom  Dr.  Grey  quotes,  exprefslv 
fpeaks  of  the  latter.  The  reader  will  not  deem  fc  generous  in  the  doBcr  to 
impeach  Mr,  Neal's  veracity  on  the  ground  of  his  own  miftake.  Ed. 

*  Collier’s  Ecclcf,  Hift.  vol.  ii.  p.  30O. 
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J  reafon ?  which  being  voted  Mr  llr.1V 
atelylent  up  to  the  bar  nfVv.  1  V  r  .  ,ls  was  immedi- 

in  the  name  of  ah  the  commorKn  f  V  ^ t0  ™Peach 

that  his  perfon  might  be  fequefteJd^cUhat  ^  t0 
time  they  would  brino  nn  r;  ’  ,  that  m  convenient 

upon  which  his  grace  ^beino-  6  Partl<adars  °f  their  charge ; 

::  "S  “  It  ,v£ 

was  a  high  refieaion  mrn  ll  /  ,°f,  Effex  rePlied>  Th <*  * 
pofe  that they, ZoZ  Tr  f  ^  *”&  °f  to  /up¬ 

did  not  believe.  ‘  A Lr  fhifhisT  *  crt™™bich  themfelL 

called  in  again,  was  S^STibSrfS  if/l 
ro  be  kept  in  fife  „-n  i  ,  u;  ■  °t  die  black  rod, 

deliver  in  their  articles  o/impe‘ ch,S.'  *  «■  —  *<*« 

Mr.  E,W,6  bytrder'™/ 7hf  ’ P’’"’  Mf'  Ha'"tJen’  a"d 
lords,  and  at  the  Lr 17  ?e  "°mmons’  went  up  to  the 
with  fourteen  arrirU  f  1  h°Ufe  Prefented  their  lordfhips 

of  high  treafon  aga inftThe  irclS”  °f  f°™er  charSe 
grace being  prefen?  aidlblfltop,  winch  were  read,  his 

*r- 

vemmem,  without  any  limitatfor,  Sf  ’  t  T 

lisiisili 

by  meifaee??!^™  ™th  interruPtinff  the  courfe  of  juftice 
fourth,  Th" 

of  his  cccIeiiafiiciiM.n.-n-  f-  h  s  °wn.  Perfoib  under  colour 
ro  c  n  j  f  f  J  ‘hhction,  and  with  advifing  his  maieftv 
to  fell  places  of  judicature,  contrary  to  law.  In  the  S  Z 

h/thXe  con™the,  Ci*”0ni’  ai’d  °ath’  ™l'°fed  on  the  fuhjcct 
J  fc3rr  i" with  robbing  the  king 

ecclefiailical  jurifdiffion  to  te 

mKi  *r<™  crown,  1„  the/eWa,  4ilh  bringing  . 

popilh. 
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popifli  doftrines,  opinions,  and  ceremonies,  contrary  to  the 
articles  of  the  church,  and  cruelly  perforating  thofe  who 
oppofed  them.  In  the  eighth,  he  is  charged  with  promoting 
perfons  to  the  higheft  and  belt  preferments  in  the  church, 
who  are  corrupt  in  doftrine  and  manners.  In  the  ninth , 
with  employing"  fuch  for  his  domeftick  chaplains,  as  he  knew 
to  be  popifhly  affefied,  and  committing  to  them  the  licenfing 
of  books,  whereby  fuch  writings  have  been  publiihed  as 
have  been  fcandalous  to  the  proteflant  religion.  The  tenth 
article  charges  him  with  fundry  attempts  to  reconcile  the 
church  of  England  with  the  church  of  Rome.  The  eleventh , 
with  difcountenancing  of  preaching,  and  with  lilencing,  de¬ 
priving,  imprifoning,  and  banifhing,  fundry  godly  and  or¬ 
thodox  minifters.  The  twelfth ,  with  dividing  the  church  of 
England  from  the  foreign  proteflant  churches.  The  thir¬ 
teenth ,  with  being  the  author  of  all  the  late  diflurbances 
between  England  and  Scotland.  And  the  lajl^  with  endea¬ 
vouring  to  bereave  the  kingdom  of  the  legiflative  power,  by 
alienating  the  king’s  mind  from  his  parliaments. 

At  the  delivery  of  thefe  articles  Mr.  Pym  declared,  that 
the  commons  referred  to  themfelves  the  liberty  of  prefenting 
fome  additional  articles ,  by  which  they  intended  to  make 
their  charge  more  particular  and  certain  as  to  the  time  and 
other  circumflances;  and  prayed  their  lordfhips  to  put  the 
caufe  into  as  quick  a  forwardnefs  as  tfry  could. 

When  the  archbifhop  had  heard  the  articles  read,  he 
made  his  obeifance  to  the  houfe,  and  faid,  cc  That  it  was 
a  great  and  heavy  charge,  and  that  he  was  unworthy  to 
live  if  it  could  be  made  good;  however,  it  was  yet  but  in 
c  generals ,  and  generals  made  a  great  noife,  but  were:  no 
proof.  For  human  frailties  he  could  nor  excufe  himfelf,  but 
cc  for  corruption  in  the  leaf!  degree,  he  feared  no  accufer  that 
would  fpeak  truth.  But  that  which  went  nearefl  him,  was 
cc  that  he  was  thought  falfe  in  his  religion ,  as  if  he  fhould  pro- 
<c  fefs  with  the  church  of  England,  and  have  his  heart  at 
\c  Rome.”  He  then  befought  their  lordfhips  that  he  might 
enlarge  himfelf,  and  l'o  made  a  iliort  reply  to  each  article, 
which  confifted  in  an  abfolute  denial  of  the  whole.  The 
lords  voted  him  to  the  tower;  whither  he  was  carried  in  Mr. 
Maxwell ’s  coach  through  the  city,  on  Monday  March  i. 
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It  was  defigned  he  fliould  have  pafled  incognito :  but  an  an- 
prentice  m  Newgate-ftreet  happening  to  know  him  raifrd 
u  e  mob,  which  furrounded  the  coach,  and  followed  him  with 
hrzzas  and  infults  till  he  got  within  the  tower  gate.  Indeed 
inch  was  the  univerfa!  hatred  of  all  ranks  and  orders  of 
men  againft  this  infolent  prelate,  for  his  cruel  ufa?e  of  thofe 
who  had  fallen  mto  his  hands  in  the  time  of  his  profperity 
that  no  man’s  fall  in  the  whole  kingdom  was  fo  unlamented 
as  his.  His  grace  being  lodged  in  the  tower,  thought  it  his 
mtereit  to  be  quiet,  without  fo  much  as  moving  the  lords  to 
be  brought  to  a  trial,  or  putting  in  his  anfwer  to  the  articles 
or  impeachment,  till  the  commons,  after  two  or  three  years 
exhibited  their  additional  articles,  and  moved  the  peers  to’ 
appoint  a  day  for  his  trial. 

.  ®efQ1  c  the  archbilhop  was  confined,  he  had  the  mortifica- 
tion  to  fee  m oft  oi  the  church  and  ftate  prifoners  releafed; 
Jnov.  i  6,  the  bifnop  of  Lincoln  was  difcharged  from  his  im- 
prifonment  in  the  tower5  and  his  fine  remitted.  Next  day 
being  a  publick  faft,  he  appeared  in  the  Abbey  church  at 
Weftminfter,  and  officiated  as  dean.  When  he  refumed  his 
iea.t  in  the  Louie  of  lords,  he  behaved  with  more  temper  than 
either  the  king  or  the  archbilhop' could  expecf;  whereupon 
his  majefty  font  for  him,  and  endeavoured  to  gain  him  over 
to  the  conn,  by  proofing  to  make  him  full  fatisfe&ion  for 
his  paft  fuffei  ings ;  in  order  to  which  his  majefty  commanded 
all  the  judgments  that  were  entered  againft  him  to  be  dif¬ 
charged,  and  within  a  twelvemonth  tranflated  him  to  the 
archbifhoprick  of  York,  with  leave  to  hold  his  deanry  of 
Weftminfter  in  copimendam  for  three  years:  the  bifliop 
th^nfore  never  complained  to  the  houfe  of  his  fufferings, 
nor  petitioned  for  fatisfa&ion. 

^  Mr.  Prynne ,  Mr.  Burton ,  and  Dr.  Baftwick ,  being  reman¬ 
ded  fromthe  fcveral  iflands  to  wffiich  they  had  been  confined, 
upon  their  humble  petition  to  the  houfe  of  conlmons,  were 
met  fome  miles  out  of  town  by  great  numbers  of  people  on 
horfeback  with  rofemary  and  bays  in  their  hats,  and  efcorted 
into  the  city  in  a  fort  of  triumph,  with  loud  acclamations  for 
their  deliverance;  and  a  few  weeks  after,  the  houfe  came  to 
the  following  refolutions:  That  the  feveral  judgments 
“  againft  them  were  illegal,  unjuft,  and  againft  the  liberty  of 
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a  tpe  fubjeft ;  that  their  feveral  fines  be  remitted;  that  they 
cc  be  reftorcd  to  their  feveral  profeflions  ,  and  that,  foi  lepa- 
«;  ration  of  their  Ioffes,  Mr.  Burton  ought  to  have  fix  thou- 
«  fand  pounds,  mnd  Mr.  Prynne  and  Dr.  Baflwick .  five 
«  thoufand  pounds  each,  out  of  the  eftates  of  the  archbifhop 
«  of  Canterbury,  the  high  commiffioners,  and  thofe  lords 
4;  who  had  voted  againft  them  in  the  ftar-chamber ;  but  the 
«  confufion  of  the  times  prevented  the  payment  of  the 
44  money.” 

Dr.  Leighton  was  releafed  about  the  fame  time,  and  his 
fine  of  ten  thoufand  pounds  remitted:  the  reading  his  petition 
drew  tears  from  the  houfe,  being  to  this  effeft: 

“  The  humble  Petition  of  Alexander  Leighton,  Prifoner  in 

the  Fleet, 

44  Humbly  Jheweth , 

44  THAT  on  Feb.  17,  1630,  he  was  apprehended 
44  coming  from  fermon  by  a  high  commiflion  warrant,  and 
44  dragged  along  the  ftreet  with  bills  and  ftaves  to  London- 
44  houfe.  That  the  gaoler  of  Newgate  being  fent  for,  clapt 
46  him  in  irons,  and  carried  him  with  a  ftrong  power  into  a 
44  loathfome  and  ruinous  dog-hole,  full  of  rats  and  mice, 
that  had  no  light  but  a  little  grate,  and  the  roof  being 
uncovered,  the  fnow  and  rain  beat  in  upon  him,  having 
no  bedding,  nor  place  to  make  a  fire,  but  the  ruins  of  an 
old  fmoaky  chimney.  In  this  woeful  place  he  was  fhut 
44  up  for  fifteen  weeks,  nobody  being  fuffered  to  come  near 
44  him,  till  at  length  his  wife  only  was  admitted. 

44  That  the  fourth  day  after  his  commitment  the  pirfut- 
44  vant,  with  a  mighty  multitude,  came  to  his  houfe  to  fearch 
44  for  jefuits  books-,  and  ufed  his  wife  in  fuch  a  barbarous 
44  and  inhuman  manner  as  he  is  afliamed  to  exprefs ;  that 
44  they  rifled  every  perfon  and  place,  holding  a  pill  ol  to  the 
44  breaft  of  a  child  of  five  years  old,  threatening  to  kill  him 
44  if  he  did  not  difcover  the  books;  that  they  broke  open 
"  chefts,  preffes,  boxes,  and  carried  away  every  thing,  even 
houfhold  fluff,  apparel,  arms,  and  other  things;  that  at 
44  the  end  of  fifteen  weeks  lie  was  ferved  with  a  fubfiana,  on 
44  an  information  laid  againft  him  by  Sir  Robert ‘  Heath , 
attorney-general,  whofe  dealing  with  him  was  full  of  cru- 
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Z  %£?£*&  but  ,he  '1>e'' <»•  «*  to.  the  opinion 

«  ^.four  phyliaans,  thought  to  be  poifoned,  becaufe  all  his 

«  ZT  and.  r‘n  Came  °ft;  that  in  the  hei§ht  of  this  fickncfs 
«  fentenf  was  upon  him  mentioned  in  the 

>ear  1630,  and  executed  Nov.  26  following,  when  he 

«  ZC7t  thl7lX  ?ripfS  Upon  his  naked  back  with  a 
4C  a  Cf°  d  Cnrd’  h'S  hands  being  tied  to  a  Hake,  and  then 

«  h  f  alm°^  tw°  hours  in  the  pillory  in  the  froft  and  fnow 
befoie  he  was  branded  in  the  face,  his  nofe  flit,  and  his 

J  cars  cut  off;  that  after  this  he  was  carried  by  water  to  the 

«  Fle,et.Vand  dlVl  up  m  fuck  a  room  that  he  was  never  well 
ana  after  eight  years  was  turned  into  the  common  gaol.” 

Ihe  .houfe  voted  him  fatisfaffion  for  his  fufferings;  but  it 
does  not  appear  that  he  affually  received  any,  except  beino- 
kcwp„.  of  Lambeth-houfe  as  a  prffon,  for  which  he  muff  be 
very  unfit,  being  now  in  the  feventy-fecond  year  of  his  a<m 
ami  worn  out  with  poverty,  weaknefs,  and  pain. 

,  Befldf  thofe  aforenamed,  there  were  likewife  fet  at  li¬ 
berty.  Dr.  OJbaldeJton,  one  of  the  prebendaries  of  Weftmin- 
ker;  the  reverend  Mr  .Henry  Wilkinfm ,  B.D.  of  Magdalen- 
hail,  Oxford,  Mr.  Smith ,  Wilfon,  Small ,  Cooper,  and  Brewer, 
who  had  been  m  prifon  fourteen  years;*  Mr.  Geo.  Walker 
who  had  been  committed  for  preaching  a  fermion  Off.  \I 
1633,  at  St.  John  the  Evangelift’s  London,  and  detained 
lour  weeks  in  the  nands  of  a  meffenger,  to  whom  he  paid 
twenty  pounds  fees.f  This  gentleman  after  his  profecution 
m  the  itar- chamber,  had  been  fliut  up  ten  weeks  in  the 
gate-home,  and  at  lafb  compelled  to  enter  into  a  bond  of  a 
thoufand  pounds  to  confine  himfelf  prifoner  in  his  brother’s 
houfe  at  Chifwick,  where  he  continued  till  this  time,  his  par- 
ion  age  being  fequeftered;  and  in  general  all  who  were  con¬ 
fined  by  the  high  commiffion  were  releafed,  palling  their 
words  to  be  forth-coming  whenever  they  fhould  be  called  for. 

The  imprifonment  of  the  above-mentioned  gentlemen 
being  declared  illegal,  it  is  natural  to  imagine  the  houfe 
would  make  fome  enquiry  after  their  profecutors.  About 
the  latter  end  of  January,  Dr.  Cojitis  prebendary  of. Durham, 
and  afterwai  ds  bifhop  of  the  diocefe,  was  fent  for  into  cul-  ' 
tody,  on  account  of  the  fuperltitious  innovations  which  he 

ballon  s  Col.  p.  571*  f  lb,  p.  5.70* 
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had  introduced  into  that  cathedral.*  The  doftor  in  his  an* 
i'wer  denied  the  whole  charge,  and  as  to  the  particulars  he 
replied,  that  the  marble  altar  with  cherubims  was  let  up  before 
he  was  prebendary  of  the  church ;f  that  he  did  not  approve 
of  the  image  of  God  the  Father,  and  that  to  his  knowledge 
there  was  no  fuch  reprefentation  in  the  church  at  Durham; 
that  the  crucifix  with  a  blue  cap  and  golden  beard,  was  mil* 
taken  for  the  top  of  bilhop  Hatfield’ s  tomb,  which  had  been 
erected  many  years  before;  that  there  were  but  two  candles  on 
the  communion  table;  and,  that  no  more  were  ufed  on  Candle - 
mas  night  than  in  the  Chriftmas  holidays;  that  he  did  not  for¬ 
bid  the  Tinging  the  pfalms  in  .metre ;§  nor  direft  thefinging  of 
the  anthem  to  the  three  kings  of  Colen;|  nor  ufe  a  confe- 
crated  knife  at  the  lacrament.  The  lords  were  fo  far  fatis- 
fied  with  the  doftor’s  anfwer,  as  not  to  commit  him  at  pre- 
fent;||  but  the  commons  having  voted  him  unfit  to  hold  any 
ecclefiaftical  promotion,  the  doftor,  forefeeing  the  Itorm  that 
was  coming  upon  the  church,  wifely  withdrew  into  France, 

•  *  Nalfon’s  Col.  p.  789. 

f  But  when  Smart  was  one  of  the  chapter ;  and  that  many  of  the  things 
objected  to  himfelf  were  introduced  while  his  accufer  was  prebendary. 
Dr.  Grey ,  from  Collier.  Ed. 

§  But  ufed  to  fing  them  himfelf,  with  the  people  at  morning  prayer. 

%  But  ordered  it,  on  his  frit  coming  to  the  Cathedral,  to  be  cut  out  of 
the  old  fong  book  belonging  to  the  chorifters :  and  no  fuch  anthem  had 
been  fung  in  the  choir  during  his  being  there,  nor,  as  far  as  his  enquiry 
could  reach,  for  threefcore  years  before.  Dr.  Grey  from  Collier .  Ed. 

||  The  doctor’s  anfwer  was  entered  on  the  rolls  of  parliament, -and  made 
good  before  the  lords  by  himfelf,  and  by  the  witnefs  that  Smart  and  his 
fon-in-law  produced  againit  him.  Upon  this  Smart's  lawyer  told  him, 
at  the  bar  of  the  houfe  of  lords,  that' he  was  afhamed  of  the  complaint,  and 
refufed  to  proceed  in  the  fupport  of  it.  Collier  alfo  fays,  that  many  of  the 
lords  declared,  that  Smart  had  abufed  the  houfe  of  commons  with  a  ground- 
lefs  complaint  againit  Cofins ;  who,  by  an  order  from  the  lords,  delivered 
to  him  by  the  earl  of  Warwick,  had  liberty  to  go  where  he  pleafed* 
Eccles.  Hiftory,  vol.  ii.  p.  798.  Ed. 

qy  He  fixed  his  refidence  in  Paris,  where  he  was  appointed  chaplain  to  the 
proteitant  part  of  queen  Henrietta  s  family.  Many  advantageous  offers  were 
made  him,  to  tempt  him  over  to  the  communion  of  the  church  of  Rome;  and 
he  was  alfo  attacked  by  threats  of  aflaffmation ;  hut  continued  an  unfhakeri 
proteitant.  The  arts  of  the  papiits  fucceeded  with  his  only  fon,  whom 
they  prevailed  with  to  embrace  the  catholick  faith,  and  to  take  upon  him 
religious  orders.  This  was  a  very  heavy  affliction  to  his  father ,  who  on 
this  ground  left  his  effate  from  him.  Granger’s  Hilt,  of  England,  vol.  ili. 
p.  234,  8vo.  and  Nalfon’s  Collections,  vol.  i,  p.  519.  Ed. 
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where  he  behaved  difcreetly  and  prudently  till  the  reftoration, 
bem^  iottened  in  his  principles  by  age  and  fufFerings. 

c  t?1/  M'ltthew  Wren,  late  bifhop  of  Norwich,  and  now 
'  °;  hayjng  been  remarkably  fevere  againft  the  puritan 
c  ergy  m  his  dioccles,  the  inhabitants  of  Ipfwich  drew  up  a 
petition  againft  him,  and  prefented  it  to  the  houfe  Dec.  22, 
1640;*  upon  which  the  committee  of  parliament  exhibited 
a  charge  agamic  him,  confiding  of  twenty-five  articles  re¬ 
lating  to  the  late  innovations.  It  was  carried  up  to  the  lords 
by  Sir  Thomas  Widdrington,  and  lets  forth,  that  durum  the 
time  of ^ his  being  bifhop  of  Norwich,  which  was  about*  two 
yeais,  fifty  minilters  had  been  excommunicated,  fufpended, 
and  depm  ed,  for  not  reading  the  feconcl fervice  at  the  commu¬ 
nion  table ;  for  not  reading  the  book  of  f ports  ;  for  ufing 
conceived  prayers  before  the  afternoon  fermon ,  &c,  and  that 
by  his  rigorous  feverities  many  of  his  majefty’s  fubjecfs,  to 
the  number  of  three  thoufand,  had  removed  themfelves,  their 
families,  and  eftates,  to  Holland,  and  fet  up  their  manufac¬ 
tories  there,  to  the  great  prejudice  of  the  trade  of  this  king¬ 
dom.  I  do  not  find  that  the  bifiiop  put  in  a  particular 
anfwer  to  thefe  articles,  nor  was  he  taken  into  cuftody,  but 
only  gave  bond  for  his  appearance.  Some  time  after  the 
commons  voted  him  unfit  to  hold  any  ecclefiaftical  prefer¬ 
ment.  in  the  church;  and  both  lords  and  commons  joined  in 
a  petition  to  the  king,  to  remove  the  faid  bifhop  from  his 
perfon  and  fervice;  after  which  he  was  imprifoned,  with  the 
reft  of  the  protefting  bifhops.  Upon  his  releafe  he  retired  to 
his  houfe  at  Downham  in  the  ifle  of  Ely,  from  whence  he  was 
taken  by  a  party  of  parliament  foldiers  and  conveyed  to  the 
tower,  where  he  continued  a  patient  prifoner  till  the  end 
of  the  year  1659,  without  being  brought  to  his  trial,  or 
admitted  to  bail. 

Complaints  were  made  againft  feveral  other  bifhops  and 
clergymen,  as  Dr.  Pierce  bifhop  of  Bath  and  Wells,  Dr. 
Montague  bifhop  of  Norwich,  Dr.  Owen  bifhop  of  Landaff, 
and  Dr.  Manwaring  bifiiop  of  St.  David’s;  but  the  houfe  had 
too  many  affairs  upon  their  hands  to  attend  to  their  profe- 
cutions.  Of  the  inferior  clergy.  Dr.  Stone,  Chaffin,  Afion, 
Jones ,  and  forae  others,  who  had  been  inftruments  of  feve- 

*  Nalfon’s  Colleflions,  p.  693. 
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ntv  in  the  late  times,  were  voted  unfit  for  ecclefiaflical  pro- 
motions.  Dr.  Lay f eld ,  archdeacon  ot  Lfic  pleaded  his 
privilege  as  a  member  of  convocation,  according  to  an  old 
popifh  ftatute  of  Henry  VI.*  but  the  committee  over-ruled 
it,  and  voted  the  doctor  into  cuftody  ot  the  ferjeant  at  arms. 
Dr.  Pocklington ,  canon  of  Windfor,  and  prebendaiy  of  I  e- 
terborough,  was  complained  of  for  two  books,  one  entitled 
the  Chrijlian  Altar ;  the  other,  Sunday  no  Sabbath ;  which 
had  been  licenfed  by  Dr.  Bray ,  one  of  the  archbiftiop’s 
chaplains.  The  doctor  acknowledged  his  offence  at  the  bar 
of  the  houfe,  confefied  that  he  had  not  examined  the  books 
with  that  caution  that  he  ought,  and  made  a  publick  recan¬ 
tation  in  the  church  of  Weftminfler;  but  Pocklington ,  refufing 
to  recant  about  thirty  falfe  propofitions,  which  the  bifliop 
of  Lincoln  had  collected  out  of  his  books,  was  fentenced  by 
the  lord  keeper  to  be  deprived  of  his  ecclefiaflical  preferments ; 
to  be  for  ever  difabled  to  hold  any  place  Gr  dignity  in  the  church 
or  commonwealth ;  never  to  come  within  the  verge  of  his  ma- 
jejlfs  court;  and  his  books  to  be  burnt  by  the  hands  of  the 
common  hangman  in  the  city  of  London ,  and  the  two  univerji - 
ties.  Both  the  doctors  died  foon  after.  The  number  of 
petitions  that  were  fent  up  to  the  committee  of  religion  from 
all  parts  of  the  country  againft  their  clergy  is  incredible 
fome  complaining  of  their  fuperflitious  impofitions,  and 
others  of  the  immorality  of  their  lives,  and  negleft  of  their 

0  I 

*  There  was  no  particular  propriety,  rather  it  was,  as  Dr.  Grey  inti¬ 
mates,  fomewhat  invidious  in  Mr.  Neal ,  thus  to  chara&erife  this  ftatute, 
relative  to  the  privilege  of  the  clergy  coming  to  convocation,  as  it  muft, 
being  of  fo  antient  a  date,  neceftarily  be  popifh;  as  is  one  fourth  part  of  the 
ftatute  law:  and  there  are  various  inftances  of  its  being  enforced  fmee  the 
reformation,  and  even  in  the  prefent  century;  of  which  Dr.  Grey  gives 
ample  proof.  Ed. 

f  Dr.'  Grey  judges  it  not  at  all  incredible;  becaufe,  on  the  authority  of 
lord  Clarendon ,  he  adds,  unfair  methods  of  obtaining  petitions  were  ufed 
in  thofe  times  of  iniquity  and  confufion.  The  difingenuous  art  of  which, 
his  lordfhip  complains,  was  procuring  fignatures  to  a  petition  drawn  up  in 
modeft  and  dutiful  terms,  and  then  cutting  it  ofF  and  fubftituting  another 
of  a  different  (train  and  fpirit,  and  annexing  it  to  the  lift  of  fubferibers. 
This  practice,  if  his  lordfhip  afterted  it  on  good  evidence,  deferves  to 
be  cenfured  in  the  ftrongeft  terms.  A  virtuous  mind  has  too  often  occafion 
to  be  furprifed,  and  (hocked,  at  the  arts  which  party  prejudice  and  views 
can  adopt.  Hiftory  of  the  Rebellion,  vol.  i.  p,  203.  Ed. 
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cures;  which  fuews  the  little  elleem  they  had  amona  the 

people,  who  were  weary  of  their  yoke,  regarding  them  no 

longer  than  they  were  under  the  terror  of  their  excom¬ 
munications. 

Such  was  the  fpirit  of  the  populace,  that  it  was  difficult 
to  prevent  their  outrunning  authority,  and  tearing  down  in 
a  tumultuous  manner  what  they  were  told  had  been  illegally 
let  up.  At  St.  Saviour’s,  Southwark,  the  mob  pulled  down 
the  rails  about  the  communion  table.  At  Halflead  in  Eflex 
they  tore  the  furpiice,  and  abufed  the  fervice-book ;  nav’ 

SCn  the,houfc  of  commons  was  affembled  at  St.  Margaret’s 
Wef nr. inker,  as  the  prieft  was  beginning  the  fecond  fervice 
at  Hie  communion  table,  fome  at  the  lower  end  of  the  church 
began  a  plaint,  which  was  followed  by  the  congregation  fo 
that  the  minifter  was  forced  to  defift.  But  to  prevent  thefe 

C  /rlj)US  Pra<^Ices  f°r  t^e  future,  the  lords  and  commons 
palled  a  very  fevere  fentence  on  the  rioters,  and  publifhed 
the  following  order,  bearing  date  Jan.  16,  1640-1,  ap¬ 
pointing  it  to  be  read  in  all  the  parifh  churches  of  London, 
Weftminfter,  and  the  borough  of  Southwark,  viz.  «  That 
“  divine  fervice  fliall  be  performed  as  it  is  appointed  by  the 
“  a<5ts  of  parliament  of  this  realm;  and  that  all  fuch  as 
diflurb  that  wholefome  order  fliall  be  feverely  punifhed 
“  by  law.”  But  then  it  was  added,  “  That  the  parfons, 
vicars,  and  curates,  0  f .the  feveral  parillies,  fliall  forbear  to 
introduce  any  rites  or  ceremonies  that  may  give  offence, 
otherwife  than  thofe  which  are  eftablifhed  by  the  laws  of 
the  land.”  The  defign  of  this  provifo  was  to  guard 
againft  the  late  innovations,  and  in  particular,  againft  the 

clergy’s  refufing  the  facrament  to  fuch  as  would  not  receive 
it  kneeling  at  the  rails. 

There  was  fuch  a  violent  clamour  againft  the  high  clergy, 
that  they  could  hardly  officiate  according  to  the  late  injunc¬ 
tions,  without  being  affronted,  nor  walk  the  ftreets  in  their 
habits  (fays  Naif  on )  without  being  reproached  as  popi/h 
priejls ,  Cafar’s  friends,  &c.  The  reputation  of  the  liturgy 
began  to  fink;  reading  prayers  was  called  a  lifelefs  form  of 
worfhip,  and  a  quenching  the  Holy  Spirit,  whofe  affiftances 
are  promifed  in  the  matter,  as  well  as  the  manner  of  our 
prayers;  befides,  the  nation  being  in  a  crifis,  it  was  thought 
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impoffible  that  the  old  forms  fhould  be  fuitable  to  the  exi¬ 
gency  of  the  times,  or  to  the  circumftances  of  particular 
perfons,  who  might  defire  a  fhare  in  the  devotions  of  the 
church.  Thofe  minifters,  therefore,  who  prayed  with  fer¬ 
vency  and  devotion,*  in  words  of  their  own  conception, 
fuitable  either  to  the  fermon  that  was  preached,  or  to  the 
prefent  urgency  of  affairs,  had  crouded  and  attentive  audi¬ 
tories,  while  the  ordinary  fervice  of  the  church  was  deferted 
-as  cold,  formal,  and  without  fpirit. 

The  difeipline  of  the  church  being  relaxed,  the  Brownifls 
or  Independants ,  who  had  affembled  in  private,  and  fhitted 
from  houfe  to  houfe  for  twenty  or  thirty  years,  refumed  their 
courage,  and  (hewed  themfelves  in  publick.  We  have  given 
an  account  of  their  original,  from  Mr.  Robinfon  and  Mr. 
Jacob ,  in  the  year  1616,  the  lad  of  whom  was  fucceeded  by 
Mr.  John  Lathorp ,  formerly  a  clergyman  in  Kent,  but  having 
renounced  his  orders,  he  became  pallor  of  this  little  fociety. 
In  his  time  the  congregation  was  difeovered  by  Tomlinfon , 
the  bifhop’s  purfuivant,  April  29,  1632,  at  the  houfe  of 
Mr.  Humphry  Barnet ,  a  brewer’s  clerk,  in  Black-Fryars, 
where  forty-two  of  them  were  apprehended,  and  only  eighteen 
efcaped:  of  thofe  that  were  taken,  fome  were  confined  in 
the  Clink,  others  in  New-Prifon  and  the  Gate-houfe,  where 
they  continued  about  two  years,  and  were  then  releafed  upon 
'bail,  except  Mr.  Lathorp ,  for  whom  no  favour  could  be 
obtained;  he  therefore  petitioned  the  king  for  liberty  to  de¬ 
part  the  kingdom,  which  being  granted,  he  went,  in  the  year 
1634,  to  New-England,  with  about  thirty  of  his  followers. 
Mr.  Lathorp  was  a  man  of  learning,  and  of  a  meek  and 

*  Dr.  Grey  gives  fome  fpecimens  of  this,  which  are  very  much  in  the 
llyle  of  thofe  in  the  piece  entitled  “  Scotch  Prefbyterian  Eloquence.7’  The 
improved  tafte  ot  this  age,  and  rational  devotion,  revolt  at  them.  But  Dr. 
Grey  did  not  reflect,  that  the  offenfive  improprieties,  which  he  expofes, 
were  not  peculiar  to  extemporary  prayer,  nor  to  the  puritans ;  they  were 
agreeable  to  the  fafhion  of  the  age,  and  incorporated  themfelves  with  the 
precompofed  prayers  publilhed  by  royal  command.  The  thankfgiving 
for  viftory  in  the  North,  1643,  affords  an  inftance  of  this.  “  Lord  !  look 
tf  to  the  righteoufnefs  of  our  caufe.  See  the  feamlefs  coat  of  thy  fon  torne, 
€(  die  throne  of  thine  anointed  trampled  on,  thy  church  invaded  by  facrilege, 
"  and  thy  people  miferably  deceived  with  lies.”  Robin/on's  Tranflation  of 
Claude's  Effay  on  the  Compofition  of  a  Sermon,  vol.ii.  p.  84.  Ed. 
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quiet  Spirit,  but  met  with  fome  uneafineffes,  upon  occafion  of 
one  of  ms  people  carrying  his  child  to  be  re-baptized  by  the 
panih  mmiider;,  fome  of  the  congregation  inking,  that  it 
i  lould  be  baptized,  becauie  the  other  adminiftration  was  not 
valid;  but  when  the  queftion  was  put,  it  was  carried  in  the 
negative,  and  refoived  by  the  majority,  not  to  make  any 
declaration  at  prefent,  Whether  or  no  parijh  churches  were 
ti  ue  churches  ?  Upon  this  fome  of  the  more  rigid,  and  others 
who  were  diflatisfied  about  the  lawfulnefs  of  infant  baptifm, 
defired  their  difmiffion,  which  was  granted  them;  thefefet  up 
by  them! elves,  and  cuole  Mr.  feffe  their  minifter,  who  laid 
the  foundation  of  the  firft  baptifl  congregation*  that  I  have 
met  with  in  England.  But  the  reft  renewed  their  covenant, 
to  walk  together  in  toe  ways  of  God ,  fo  far  as  he  had  made  them 
known ,  or  jhould  make  them  known  to  them ,  and  to  forfake  all 
falfe  ways .  And  fo  fteady  were  they  to  their  vows,  that 
haidly  an  inftance  can  be  produced,  of  one  that  deferted  to 
the  church  by  the  fevereft  profecutions. 

Upon  Mr.  Lathorf  s  retiring  into  New-England  the  con¬ 
gregation  chofe  for  their  paftor  the  famous  Mr.  Canne, f 
author  of  the  marginal  references  in  the  bible,  who,  after  he 
had  preached  to  them  in  private  houfes  for  a  year  or  two, 
was  driven  by  the  feverity  of  the  times  into  Holland,  and 
became  paftor  of  the  Browni/l  congregation  at  Amfterdam. 


*  According  to  Crojhy  this  is  a  miftake,  and  there  wefre  three  baptift 
churches  in  England  before  that  of  Mr.  JeJfe.  One  formed  by  the  fepa- 
ration  of  many  perfons  from  Mr.  Lathorp’s,  in  1633,  before  he  left 
England.^  Another  by  a  fecond  feparation  from  the  fame  church  in  1638, 
the^  memoers  of  which  joined  themfelves  to  Mr.  Spiljbury .  And  a  third, 
which  originated,  in  1639?  with  Mr.  Green  and  Captain  Spencer,  whom 
Mr.  Paul  Hobfon  joined.  Crojby’s  tliftory  of  the  Englifh  Baptifts,  vol.  iii, 
p.  41,  42.  Ed. 

t  Crojhy  fays,  that  the  church,  of  which  Mr.  Canne,  Mr.  Samuel  Howe x 
gnd  Mr.  Stephen  More ,  were  fucceffively  pallors,  was  conftituted  and  planted 
by  Mr.  Hubbard.  And  it  is  not  certain,  whether  Mr.  Canne  was  a  baptilt 
or  not.  He  was  the  author  of  three  fets  of  notes  on  the  bible,  which  ac¬ 
companied  three  different  editions  of  it.  One  printed  by  him  at  Amfterdam, 
1647 ;  which  refers  to  a  former  one,  and  profeffes  to  add  <c  many  hebra- 
4t  ifms,  diverlitie  of  readings,  with  confonancie  of  parallel  feriptures,  taken 

out  of  the  laft  annotations ,  and  all  fet  in  due  order  and  place.5’  Another 
Is  commonly  known,  and  has  been  often  reprinted.  There  was  alfo  an  im- 
preftion  of  it  at  Amfterdam,  1664.  A  new  edition  of  the  bible  of  1664,  is 
a  defideratum.  Two  Treatifes  of  Henry  Ainfworth .  Pref.  p.  35,  note;  and 
C rojby ,  voh  iii.  p.  40.  Ed.  After 
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After  Mr.  Canne ,  Mr.  Samuel  Howe  undertook  the  paf* 
toral  care  of  this  little  flock;  he  was  a  man  of  learning* 
and  printed  a  fmall  treatife,  called,  The  Sufficiency  of  the 
Spirit's  Teaching*  But  not  being  enough  upon  his  guard  in 
converfation,  he  laid  himfelf  open  to  the  informers ,  by  whofe 
means  he  was  cited  into  the  Spiritual  Courts,  and  excommu¬ 
nicated;  hereupon  he  abfconded,  till  being  at  laid  taken, 
he  was  fhut  up  in  dole  prifon,  where  he  died.  His  friends 
would  have  buried  him  in  Shoreditch  church-yard,  but,  be¬ 
ing  e  xcommuricatcd,  the  officers  of  the  parifli  would  not 
admit  it,  fo  they  buried  him  in  a  piece  of  ground  at  Anni- 
*  feed  Clear,  where  many  of  his  congregation  were  buried 
after  him.f 

Upon  ,Mr.  Howes  death  the  little  church  was  forced  to 
take  up  with  a  layman,  Mr.  Stephen  More ,  a  citizen  of 
London,  of  good  natural  parts,  and  of  coniiderable  fubftance 
in  the  world;  he  had  been  their  deacon  for  fome  years,  and 
in  the  prefent  exigency  accepted  of  the  paftoral  office,  to 
the  apparent  hazard  of  his  effate  and  liberty.  However,  the 
face  of  affairs  beginning  now  to  change,  this  poor  congre¬ 
gation,  which  had  fubfifted  almoft  by  a  miracle  for  above 
twenty-four  years,  fhifting  from  place  to  place,  to  avoid  the 
notice  of  the  publick,  ventured  to  open  their  doors  in  Dead- 
Man’s  place,  in  Southwark,  Jan.  18,  1640-1.  Mr.  Fuller 
calls  them  a  congregation  of  Anabaptifts ,  who  were  met 
together  to  the  number  of  eighty ;  but  by  their  journal  01- 
church  book,  an  abffraft  of  which  is  now  before  me,  it 
appears  to  be  Mr.  More's  congregation  of  Independants , 
who,  being  aflembled  in  Dead-Man’s  place  on  the  Lord’s 

*  The  treatife  here  mentioned,  we  are  informed,  difplayed  ftrength  of 
genius,  but  was  written  by  a  Coble r;  as  appears  by  the  following  recom¬ 
mendatory  lines  prefixed  to  it : 

“  What  How?  how  now?  hath  How  fuch  learning  found. 

To  throw  art’s  curious  image  to  the  ground? 

Cambridge  and  Oxford  may  their  glory  now 
Veil  to  a  Cobler,  if  they  knew  but  How,” 

This  treatife  was  founded  on  2  Pet.  iii.  16,  and  defigned  to  fhew  not  the 
infufficiency  only  of  human  learning  to  the  purpofes  of  religion,  but  that 
it  was  dangerous  and  hurtful.  ^  So  that  Mr.  Neal  was  miftaken  in  fpeaking 
©f  its  author  as  a  man  of  learning.  Crojby ,  vol.  iii.  p.  39,  note.  Ed. 

f  Cro/bfs  Hiftory  of  Englifh  Baptifts,  vol.  i.  p.  165. 
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day,  were  dilturbed  by  the  marflial  of  the  King’s-benth,  and 
moft  of  them  committed  to  the  Clink  prifon.  Next  morning 
fix  or  feven  of  the  men  were  carried  before  the  houfe  of 
lords,  and  charged  with  denying  the  king’s  fupremacy  in 
ecciefiafhcal  matters,  and  with  preaching  in  feparate  congre¬ 
gations,  contrary  to  the  ftatute  of  the  3  5th  of  Eliz.  The 
latter  they  confeffed,  and  as  to  the  former,  they  declared  to 
the  houfe,  that  they  could  acknowledge  no  other  head  of  the 
church  but  Chrifl  •  that  they  apprehended  no  prince  on  earth 
had  power  to  make  laws  to  bind  the  confciencc,  and  that  fuch 
laws  as  were  contrary  to  the  laws  of  God ,  ought  not  to  be  obeyed ; 
but  that  they  difowned  all  foreign  power  and  jurifdidlion. 
Such  a  declaration  a  twelvemonth  ago  might  have  coll  them 
their  ears;  but  the  houfe,  inftead  of  remitting  them  to  the 
ecclefiaflical  courts,  difmiffed  them  with  a  gentle  reprimand, 
and  th.ee  01  four  of  the  members  came  out  of  cunofity  to 
their  afifembly  next  Lord’s  day,  to  hear  their  minifter  preach, 
and  to  fee  him  adminifter  the  facrament,  and  were  fo  well 
fatisfied,  that  they  contributed  to  their  collection  for  the  poor. 

To  return  to  the  parliament.  It  has  been  obferved,  that 
one  of  their  firft  refolutions  was  to  reduce  the  powers  of  the 
fpiritual  courts.  The  old  popifh  canons,  which  were  the 
laws  by  which  they  proceeded,  (as  far  as  they  had  not  been 
controuled  by  the  common  law  or  particular  ftatutes)  were 
fuch  a  labyrinth,  that  when  the  fubjeft  was  got  into  the 
commons  he  knew  not  how  to  defend  himfelf,  nor  which 
way  to  get  out.  The  kings  of  England  had  always  declined 
a  reformation  of  the  ecclefiaflical  laws ,  though  a  plan  had 
been  laid  before  them  ever  fince  the  reign  of  king  Edw.  VI. 
But  the  grievance  was  now  become  infufferable,  by  the  num¬ 
bers  of  illegal  imprifonments,  deprivations,  and  fines  levied 
upon  the  fubjeft  in  the  late  times,  for  crimes  not  aClionable 
in  the  courts  of  W eftminfler-hall ;  it  was  necdfary  therefore 
to  bring  the  jurifdi&ion  of  thefe  courts  to  a  parliamentary 
ftandard,  but,  till  this  could  not  be  accomplifhed  by  a  new  law, 
all  that  could  be  done  was  to  vote  down  the  late  innovations, 
which  had  very  little  cffedf;  and  therefore  on  the  23d  of  Jan. 
the  houfe  of  commons  ordered  commiflioners  to  be  fent  into 
all  the  counties,  to  demolilh,  and  remove  out  of  churches  and 
chapels,  all  images,  altars,  or  tables  turned  altarwife ,  cruel- 
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fixes  1  fuperffitious  pidurcs ,  and  other  monuments  and  relids  of 
idolatry agreeably  to  the  injunctions  of*  Eing  d‘jjard  VI.  and 
queen  Elizabeth.  How  far  the  houfe  of  commons,  who 
*  are  but  one  branch  of  the  legiflature,  may  appoint  commif- 
fioners  to  put  the  laws  in  execution,  without  the  concurrence 
of  the  other  two,  is  fo  very  queflionabje,  that  I  will  not 
take  upon  me  to  determine. 

The  univerfity  of  Cambridge  having  complained  of  the 
oaths  and  fubfcriptions  impofed  upon  young  fludents  at  their 
matriculation,  as  fubfcribing  to  the  book  of  common  prayer ,  and 
to  the  thirty-nine  articles ,  the  houfe  of  commons  voted, 
“  That  the  flatute  made  twenty-feven  years  ago  in  the  uni- 
«  verfity  of  Cambridge,  impofing  upon  young  fcholars  a 
“  fubfcription,  according  to  the  thirty-fixth  canon  of  1603, 
“  is  againff  law  and  the  liberty  of  the  fubject,  and  ought 

not  to  be  impofed  upon  any  fludents  or  graduates  what- 
u  foever.”  About  five  months  forwards  they  patted  the 
fame  refolution  for  Oxford,  which  was  net  unreafonable, 
becaufe  the  univerfities  had  not  an  unlimited  power,  by  the 
thirty-fix th  canon,  to  call  upon  all  their  fludents  to  fubferibe, 
but  only  upon  fuch  lecturers  or  readers  of  divinity  whom 
they  had  a  privilege  of  licenfing ;  and  to  this  I  conceive  the 
laft  words  of  the  canon  refer;  if  either  of  the  univerfities  offend 
therein ,  we  leave  them  to  the  danger  of  the  law  and  his  ma - 
jeffs  cenfure. 

And  it  ought  to  be  remembered,  that  all  the  proceedings 
of  the  houfe  of  commons  this  year,  in  punifhing  delinquents, 
and  all  their  votes  and  refolutions  about  the  circumflances  of 
publick  worfliip,  had  no  other  view,  than  the  cutting  off 
thofe  illegal  additions  and  innovations,  which  the  fuperflition 
of  the  late  times  had  introduced,  and  reducing  the  difciplinc 
of  the  church  to  the  flandard  of  the  flatute  law.  No  man 
was  punifhed  for  afting  according*  to  law;  but  the  difpleafure 
of  the  houfe  ran  high  againfl  thofe,  who,  in  their  publick 
miniflrations,  or  in  their  eccefiaflical  courts,  had  bound  thofe 
things  upon  the  fubjeft  which  were  either  contrary  to  the 
laws  of  th.e  land,  or  about  which  the  laws  were  altogether 
filenb 
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The,  fltlrfy  °f  liturgies,  and  of  the  Epif copal  Order ,  de¬ 
bated  betxveen  htjnop  Hall  and  Smegtymnuus.  Peti¬ 
tions  for  and  again/1  the  Hierarchy.  Root  and  Branch 
Petition.  The  M infers  Petition  for  Reformation.  Speeches 
upon  toe  Petitions .  Proceedings  againfl  Papifts* 

THE  debates  in  parliament  concerning  the  Enrlifh  liturgy 
and  hierarchy  engaged  the  attention  of  the  whole 
nation,  and  revived  the  controverfy  without  doors.  The 
pre.j  >-mg  °pen,  great  numbers  of  anonymous  pamphlets 
appeared  agamft  trie  efhblifhment,  not  without  indecent  and 
provoking  language,  under  thefe  and  the  like  titles :  Prelati- 
cal  Epfcopacy  not  from  the  Apojlles.  Lord  Bifhops  not  the 
Lord  s  Bi/hops.  Short  view  of  the  Prelatical  Church  o/'Encr. 
!.m.  A  comparif on  between  the  Liturgy  and  the  Mafs  Book. 
Service  Book  no  better  than  a  Mefs  of  Pottage ,  &c.  Lord 
.Brook  \ attacked  the  order  of  bifhops  in  a  treatife  of  the  Na¬ 
ture  of  Epfcopacy ,  wherein  he  reflets  in  an  ungenerous  man¬ 
ner  upon  the  low  pedigree  of  the  prefent  bench ,  as  if  nothin* 
except  a  noble  defcent  could  qualify  men  to  fit  among  the 
peers.  Several  of  the  bifhops  vindicated  their  pedigree  and 
families,  as  bifhop  Williams ,  Moreton ,  Curie ,  Cooke ,  Owen 
&c.  and  archbdhop  UJher  defended  the  order,  in  a  treatife 
entitled,  1  ‘he  Apojlolical  Inftitution  of  Epfcopacy ;*  but  then, 
by  a  bifhop  his  lordfhip  underftood  no  more  than  a  ftated’ 

r  *,  Nra!{™\  “  Ms  Colleaions,  vol.  ii.  p.  279,  280,  and  after  him.  Collier, 
Ecclefialtical  Hiftory,vol.  11.  p.  808,  have  abridged  the  arguments  of  this 
juece ;  but  thefe  abftrafts  do  not  (hew,  as  Dr.  Grey  would  intimate,  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  junfdidhon,  or  the  nature  of  the  power,  according  to  bifhop  Ujher’s 
idea,  exercifed  by  the  primitive  bilhops.  They  go  to  prove  only  a  fu- 
periority  to  elders ;  and  by  a  quotation  from  Beza,  it  (hould  feem  that  this 
pre  ate,  as  Mr.  A  eat.  fays,  meant  by  a  bifhop  only  a  prelident  of  the  prefby- 
tery  of  a  place  or  diftritt.  The  prefby  terians  are  charged  with  mifrepre- 
renting  the  bifhop’s  opinion,  and  with  printing  a  faulty  and  furreptitious 
copy  ot  ms  book,  If  this  were  done  knowingly  and  defignedly,  it  mud 
rank  with  iuch  pious  arts  as  deferve  fevere  cenfure.  Dr.  Grey.  Ed. 

prelident 
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prefident  over  an  affembly  of  prefbyters,  which  the  puritans  # 
of  thefe  times  were  willing  to  admit.  The  mod  celebrated 
writer  on  the  fide  of  the  eftablifhment,  was  the  learned  and 
pious  biihop  Hall ,  who,  at  the  requeft  of  archbiihop  Laud, 
had  publifhed  a  treatife  entitled,  Episcopacy  of  Divine 
Right,  as  has  been  related.  This  reverend  prelate,  upon 
the  gathering  of  the  prefent  ftorm,  appeared  a  fecond  time  in 
its  defence,  in  an  humble  remonftrance  to  the  high  court  of  par - 
liament ;  and  fometime  after,  in  a  defence  of  that  rernonjh  ance , 
in  vindication  of  the  antiquity  of  liturgies  and  of  diocefan 
epifcopacy. 

The  bilhop’s  remonftrance  was  anfwered  by  a  celebrated 
treatife  under  the  title  of  Smectymnuus,  a  fictitious  word 
made  up  of  the  initial  letters  of  the  names  of  the  authors, 
(viz.)  Stephen  Marfhal^  Edmund  Calamy ,  Thomas  Young , 
Matthew  Newcomen ,  and  William  Spurjlow.  When  the 
biihop  had  replied  to  their  book,  thefe  divines  publifhed 
a  vindication  of  their  anfwer  to  the  humble  remonftrance ; 
which,  being  an  appeal  to  the  legftlature  on  both  fides,  may 
be  fuppofed  to  contain  the  merits  of  the  controverfy,  and  will 
therefore  deferve  the  reader’s  attention. 


The  debate  was  upon  thefe  two  heads ; 

I.  Of  the  antiquity  of  liturgies,  or  forms  of  prayer. 

II.  Of  the  apoftolical  inftitution  of  diocefan  epifcopacy. 


The  biihop  begins  with  liturgies,  by  which  he  underftands 
certain  preferibed  and  limited  forms  of  prayer ,  compofed for  the 
publick  fervice  of  the  churchy  and  appointed  to  be  read  at  all 
times  of  publick  worjhip .  The  antiquity  of  thefe,  his  lordfhip 
derives  down  from  Mofes ,  by  an  uninterrupted  fucceflion,  to 
the  prefent  time.  “  God’s  people,  fays  he,  ever  fince 
Mofes's  day,  conftantly  praftifed  a  fet  form,  and  put  it  over 
u  to  the  times  of  the  gofpel.  Our  blefled  Saviour,  and  his 
gracious  forerunner,  taught  a  dire.ft  form  of  prayer. 
When  Peter  and  John  went  up  to  the  temple  at  the  ninth 
“  hour  of  prayer,  we  know  the  prayer  wherein  they  joined 
<c  was  not  of  an  extempore  and  fudden  conception,  but  of  a 
“  regular  prefeription ;  and  the  evangelical  church  ever  fince 
“  thought  it  could  never  better  improve  her  peace  and  hap 
“  pinefs,  than  in  composing  thofe  religious  models  of  invoca- 
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«  ‘™Y',!  Amkfgiving,  which  they  have  traduced  unto  us 

..  Xt  S  °fcSt-  Bafd’  ”d  and 

“  S„*Sh..,n  f0me  plac“  “™P"d.  ft*  »  p’rove 

.  Smectymnuus  replies,  that  if  there  had  been  anv  litnr 
gies  m  the  t.mes  of  the  firft  and  mod  venerable  andquin 
the  great  inquirers  after  them  would  have  produced  them  to 
the  world  before  this  time;  but  that  there wen: noncbthe 
chrifhan  church  is  evident  from  Tertullian  in  his  AP  cap 

?  ?,fa7S’  The  chriftians  of  thofe  times,  in  tS 
pub  lick  aiTembhes,  prayed  fine  monitor  e  quia  de  pefiore,  with- 
out  any  prompter  except  their  own  hearts.  And  in  his  trea 
nfe  of  prayer  he  adds,  There  are  feme  thinas  to  be  ailed 
wording  to  the  oceafione  of  every  man.  St,  Auflin  fays  the 

..  2=? 

lays,  o  Ttfosw,  the  prefident  or  he  that  inftructed  the  people 
prayed  according  to  his  ability ,  or  as  well  as  he  could  Nor 
was  this  liberty  of  prayer  taken  away  till  the  times  when  the 
arian  nA  pelagian  herefies*  invaded  the  church;  it  was  then 
fcrlt  ordained,  that  none  Ihould  pray  pro  arbitrio,  fed  femper 
eafdem  preces ;  that  they  Jhould  not  ufe  the  liberty  which  thev 
had  hitherto  pradifed,  but  Jhould  always  keep  to  one  form  of 
prayer.  Concil.  Laod.  can.  18th.  Still  this  was  a  form  of 
their  own  compofing,  as  appears  by  a  canon  of  the  council 
or  Laithage,  anno  397,  which  gives  this  reafon  for  it  ut 
nemo  m  precibus  yel  patrem  pro  filio ,  vel  jilium  pro  patre  nomi- 
net,  w  cum  altari  adfijlitur  femper  ad  patrem  dirigatur  oratio  • 

.  1lhcunque  fibi  preces  aliunde  defcribit ,  non  us  utatur  nifi 
prius  eas  cum  fr at  rib  us  inftruflioribus  contulerit\  i,  e.  “  That 
“  none  in  their  prayers  might  miftake  the  Father  for  the  Son, 

*  It  is  to  be  wifhed  that  Mr.  Neal  had  ufed  the  word  opinions  inftead  of 
herefies.  It  was  indeed,  the  ftile  of  the  times,  when  he  wrote,  and  of  many 
preceding  ages:  but  the  application  of  the  term  conveys  not  only  the  idea 
of  error,  but  of  error  accompanied  with  malignity  of  mind  and  guilt.  There 
may  be  great  errors,  without  any  of  that  criminality,  which  the  word 
berefy,  in  the  fcnpture  meaning  of  it,  implieth.  Befides  pronouncing  opi¬ 
nions,  hereftes,  is  rather  the  language  of  authority  and  infallibility,  than  of 
toe  epquirer  after  truth,  and  prejudiceth  the  mind.  Ed. 

“  or 
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“  or  the  Son  for  the  Father ;  and  that  when  they  aflift  at  the 
u  altar,  prayer  might  be  always  direfted  to  the  Father.  And 
u  whofoever  compofes  any  different  forms,  let  him  not  make 
K  ufe  of  them  till  he  has  firft  confulted  with  his  more  learned 
cc  brethren. v  It  appears  from  hence,  that  there  was  no  uni¬ 
form  prefcribed  liturgy  at  this  time  in  the  church,  but  that 
the  more  ignorant  priefts  might  make  ufe  of  forms  of  their 
own  compofmg,  provided  they  confulted  their  more  learned 
brethren ;  till  at  length  it  was  ordained  at  the  council  of 
Milan,  anno  416,  that  none  fhould  ufe  fet  forms  of  prayer, 
except  fuch  as  were  approved  in  a  fynod.  They  go  on  to 
transcribe,  from  JuJiin  Martyr  and  Tertullian ,  the  manner  of 
publick  worfhip  in  their  times,  which  was  this  ;  firft  the  ferip- 
tures  were  read;  after  reading,  followed  an  exhortation  to  the 
practice  and  imitation  of  what  was  read ;  then  all  rofe  up  and 
joined  in  prayer ;  after  this  they  went  to  the  facrament,  in 
the  beginning  whereof  the  prefident  of  the  alfembly  poured 
out  prayers  and  thankfgivings,  according  to  his  ability ,  and 
the  people  laid  amen ;  then  followed  the  diflribution  of  the 
elements,  and  a  collection  of  alms.  This  was  JuJiin  Martyr's 
liturgy  or  fervice,  and  TertuHian* s  is  the  fame,  only  he  men¬ 
tions  their  beginning  with  prayer  before  reading  the  ferip- 
tures,  and  their  love  feajls ,  which  alfo  opened  and  concluded 
with  prayer,  and  were  celebrated  with  finging  of  pfalms. 
Although  the  Smedymnuans  admit  that  our  bleffed  Saviour 
taught  his  difciples  a  form  of  prayer,  yet  they  deny  that  he 
defigned  to  confine  them  to  the  ufe  of  thofe  words  only,  nor 
did  the  primitive  church  fo  underhand  it,  as  has  been  proved 
from  St.  Aujlin.  The  pretended  liturgies  of  St.  James ,  Ba- 
ftl ?  and  St.  Chryfojlom ,  are  of  little  weight  in  this  argument, 
as  being  allowed  by  the  bifliop,  and  the  moft  learned  critics 
both  proteflants  and  papifts,  to  be  full  of  forgeries  and  fpu- 
rious  infertions.  Upon  the  whole,  therefore,  they  challenge 
his  lordfhip  to  produce  any  one  genuine  liturgy,  ufed  in  the 
chriflian  church  for  three  hundred  years  after  Chrift.* 

*  -Burnet  fays,  [Hitt.  Ref.  part  2d,  p.  72,]  That  it  was  in  the 

fourth  century  that  the  liturgies  of  St.  James ,  St.  Baftl,  &c.  were  firft 
mentioned;  that  the  council  of  Laodicea  appointed  the  fame  prayers  to  be 
ufed  mornings  and  evenings,  but  that  thefe  forms  were  left  to  the  diferetion 
of  every  bifhop;  nor  was  it  made  the  fubjeft  of  any  public  confultation  till 
St.  Aujiin  s  time^  when,  in  their  dealing  with  hereucks,  they  found  they  took 

advantage 
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Irom  the  antiquity  of  liturgies  in  general,  the  bifliop  de- 
fcends  to  a  more  particular  commendation  of  that  which  is 
eft abl ifhed  in  the  church  of  England,  as  that  it  was  drawn 
up  by  wife  and  good  men  with  great  deliberation;  that  it 
had  been  fealed  with  the  blood  of  martyrs ;  and  was  felefted 
out  of  ancient  models,  not  roman  but  chrijiian. 

In  anfwer  to  which  thefe  divines  appeal  to  the  proclama¬ 
tion  of  Edward  VI.  wherein  the  original  of  it  is  publidied  to 
the  world/  The  Jiatute  mentions  four  different  forms  then 
in  ufe,  out  of  which  an  uniform  office  was  to  be  collected,  viz. 
the  ufe  of  Sarum,  of  Bangor,  of  York,  and  of  Lincoln;  all 
which  were  roman  rather  than  chrjstian;  they  admit 
his  lordfhip’s  other  encomiums  of  the  Englidi  liturgy,  but 
affirm  that  it  was  ftill  impcrfeft,  and  in  many  places  offenfive 
to  tender  confciences. 

The  good  bifhop,  after  all,  feems  willing  to  compromife 
the  difference  about  prayer.  “  Far  be  it  from  me  (fays  his 
cc  lorddiip)  to  didiearten  any  good  chriftian  from  the  ufe  of 
cc  conceived  prayer  in  his  private  devotions ,  and  upon  occa- 
6C  fion  alfo  in  xhc  puhlick.  I  would  hate  to  be  guilty  of  pour- 
“  ing  fo  much  water  upon  the  fpirit,  to  which  I  fliould  gladly 
6C  add  oil  rather.  No,  let  the  full  foul  freely  pour  out  itfelf 
“  in  gracious  expreffions  of  its  holy  thoughts  into  the  bofom 
“  of  the  Almighty;  let  both  the  fudden  flaflies  of  our  quick 
cC  ejaculations,  and  the  conftant  flames  of  our  more  fixed 

conceptions,  mount  up  from  the  altar  of  a  zealous  heart 
<c  unto  the  throne  of  grace ;  and  if  there  be  fome  flops  or 
cc  folecifms,  in  the  fervent  utterance  of  our  private  wants, 
a  thefe  are  fo  far  from  being  offenfive,  that  they  are  the  moft 

*  I  '  , 

advantage  from  fome  of  the  prayers  that  were  in  fome  churches ;  upon  which 
it  was  ordered,  that  there  fhould  be  no  publick  prayers  ufed  but  by  common 
advice.  Formerly,  fays  the  bifhop,  the  worfhip  of  God  was  a  pure  and 
fimple  thing,  and  fo  it  continued,  till  fuperftition  had  fo  infected  the  church, 
that  thofe  forms  were  thought  too  naked,  unlefs  they  were  put  under  more 
artificial  rules,  and  dreffed  up  with  much  ceremony.  In  every  age  there 
were  notable  addrions  made,  and  all  the  writers  almoft  in  the  eighth  and 
ninth  centuries  employed  their  fancies  to  find  out  myftical  fignifications  for 
every  rite  that  was  then  ufed,  till  at  length  there  were  fo  many  mijfials ,  bre¬ 
viaries,  rituals ,  pontificals ,  pontoifies ,  pies ,  gr actuals,  antiphonals ,  pfialteries , 
hours ,  and  a  great  many  more,  that  the  underftanding  how  to  officiate  was 
become  fo  hard  a  piece  of  trade,  that  it  was  not  to  be  learned  without  long 
pra&ice. 

“  pleafing 
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“  pleafing  mufick  to  the  ears  of  that  God  unto  whom  our 
u  prayers  come  ;  let  them  be  broken  off  with  fobs  and  fighs, 
tc  and  incongruities  of  our  delivery,  our  good  God  is  no 
cc  otherways  affefted  to  this  imperfeft  elocution,  than  an  in- 
“  dulgent  parent  is  to  the  clipped  and  broken  language  of 
his  dear  child,  which  is  more  delightful  to  him  than  any 
u  other's  fmooth  oratory.  This  is  not  to  be  oppofed  in 
<c  another,  by  any  man  that  hath  found  the  true  operations 

“  of  this  grace  in  himfelf - ”  “  What  I  have  profefied 

concerning  conceived  prayers ,  is  that  which  I  have  ever 
“  allowed,  ever  praftifed,  both  in  private  and  publick.  God 
“  is  a  free  Spirit,  and  fo  fliould  ours  be,  in  pouring  out  our 
“  voluntary  devotions  upon  all  occafions ;  nothing  hinders 
u  but  that  this  liberty  and  a  publick  liturgy  fhouid  be  good 
“  friends,  and  go  hand  in  hand  together;  and  whofoever 
“  would  forcibly  feparate  them,  let  them  bear  their  own 

blame - the  over-rigorous  prefling  of  the  liturgy,  to  the 

u  juftling  out  of  preaching  or  conceived  prayers ,  was  never 
“  intended  either  by  the  law-makers,  or  moderate,  governors 
“  of  the  church.”  If  the  bifhops,  while  in  power,  had 
p  ^  cO  thefe  pious  and  generous  principles, 

their  affairs  could  not  have  been  brought  to  fuch  a  dangerous 
crifis  at  this  time. 

II.  Ihe  other  point  in  debate  between  the  bifhop  and  his 
adverfaries,  related  to  the  fuperior  order  of  bifhops .  And  here 
the  controverfy  was  not  about  the  name,  which  fignifies  in 
the  greek  no  more  than  an  overseer,  but  about  the  office 
and  character ;  the  Smcciymnuan  divines  contended,  that  a 
Primitive  bijhop  was  no  other  than  a  parochial  pafior ,  or  a 
preaching  prefbyter,  without  pre-eminence  or  any  proper 
rule  over  his  brethren.  His  lordfhip  on  the  other  hand 
affirm,  that  bijhops  were  originally  a  dijli/iel  order  from  prof- 
byfers ,  infituted  by  the  apoftles  themfelves ,  and  invejled  with 
he  foie  power  of  ordination  and  ecclefiajcical  j  urif diction  ;  that 
n  this  fenfe  they  are  of  divine  injiitution ,  and  have  continued 
n  the  chinch  by  an  uninterrupted  fucceflion  to  the  prcfent 
ime.  The  bifhop  enters  upon  this  argument  with  unufual 
ikurance,  bearing  down  his  adverfaries  with  a  torrent  of  bold 
md  unguarded'  expreffions.  His  words  are  thefe,  “  This 
4  holy  calling  (meaning  the  order  of  bifhops  as  diftinfl:  from 

C€  pefbytersl 
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“  prefbyters)  fetches  its  pedigree  from  no  lefs  than  apofloli- 
ct  cal,  and  therefore  divine  inflitution.  Except  all  hiftories, 
all  authors  fail  us,  nothing  can  he  more  plain  than  this : 
“  out  of  them  we  can  and,  do  fliew  on  whom  the  apoflies  oi 
cc  Chrift  laid  their  hands,  with  an  acknowledgment  and  con 
“  veyance  of  imparity  and  jurisdiction.  We  fhe^ 
“  what  bifliops  fo  ordained  lived  in  the  times  of  the  apoflies. 
u  and  fucceeded  each  other  in  their  feveral  charges  under  the 
“  eyes  and  hands  of  the  then  living  apoflies.  We  fliew  whc 
“  immediately  fucceeded  thofe  immediate  fucceflors  in  theii 
“  feveral  fees,  throughout  all  the.  regions  of  the  chriftian 
church,  and  deduce  their  uninterrupted  line  through  all 
<c  the  following  ages  to  this  prefent  day;  and  if  there  can 
“  be  better  evidence  under  heaven  for  any  matter  of  faft, 
cc  (and,  in  this  caufe,  matter  of  faft  fo  derived  evinceth  mat- 
“  ter  of  right)  let  epifcopacy  be  for  ever  abandoned  out  of 
“  God’s  church. — Again,  if  we  do  not  fliew,  out  of  the 
“  genuine  and  undeniable  writings  of  thofe  holy  men  who 
46  lived  both  in  the  times  of  the  apoflies  and  fome  years  after 
“  them,  and  converfed  with  them  as  their  blefled  fellow  la- 
“  bourers,  a  clear  and  received  diflinftion  both  of  the  names 
4C  and  offices  of  bifliops,  prefbyters,  and  deacons,  as  three 
dijlindl  fub ordinate  callings  in  God’s  church ,  with  an  evi- 
u  dent  fpecification  of  the  duty  and  charge  belonging  to  each 
of  them;  let  this  claimed  hierachy  be  for  ever  hooted  out 
cc  of  the  church.”* 

The  bifliop  admits, j  that,  in  the  language  of  feripture, 
bijhops  and  prejbyters  are  the  fame ;  that  there  is  a  plain 
identity  in  their  denomination,  and  that  we  never  find  thefe 
three  orders  mentioned  together,  bijhops ,  prejbyters ,  and  dea¬ 
cons  ;  but  though  there  be  no  diflinftion  of  names,  his  lord- 
fhip  apprehends  there  is  a  real  diflin&ion  and  fpecification 
of  powers;  which  are, 

I.  The  foie  right  of  ordination. 

II.  The  foie  right  of  fpiritual  jurifdiftion. 

I.  The  foie  right  of  ordination  his  lordfliip  proves  from  the 
words  of  St.  Paul ,  2  Tim.  i.  6.  Stir  up  the  gift  of  God 

which  is  in  thee  by  the  laying  on  of  my  hands  ;  and  that  this 

/ . 

*  Remonftrance,  p.  zi,  f  Defence,  p.  47. 
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power  was  never  communicated  to  prejbyters ,  from  the  words 
of  St.  Jcrom,  by  whom  ordination  is  excepted  from  the 
office  of  a  prefbyter:  quid  facit  epifcopus ,  quod  non  facit  pref- 
byter ,  excepta  o'rdinatione.  And  yet  (fays  his  lordlhip)  our 
Englijh  bifhops  do  not  appropriate  this  power  to  themfelves : 
“  Say,  brethren,  I  befeech  you  after  all  this  noife,  wliat 
“  bilhops  ever  undertook  to  ordain  a  prefbyter  alone,  or 
“  without  the  concurrent  impofition  of  many  hands  ?  This 
“  is  perpetually  and  unfailably  done  by  us.” 

The  Smeclymnuan  divines  contend  on  the  other  hand,  that 
hilltops  apd  prefbyters  were  originally  the  fame;  that  ordi¬ 
nation  to  the' office  of  a  biffiop  does  not  differ  from  the  ordi¬ 
nation  of  a  prefbyter;  that  there  are  no  powers  conveyed  to 
a  biffiop  which  prefbyters  are  fecluded  from;  nor  any  qua¬ 
lification  required  in  one  more  than  in  the  other ;  that  ad¬ 
mitting  Timothy  was  a  proper  biffiop,  which  they  deny,  yet 
that  he  was  ordained  by  the  laying  on  of  the  hands  of  the 
prejbytery  as  well  as  of  St.  Paul's,  i  Tim.  iv.  14.  That  the 
original xof  the  order  of  hilltops,  was  from  the  prefbyters 
choofing  one  from  among  themfelves  to  be  flated  prefident 
in  their  alfemblies,  in  the  fecond  or  third  century;  that  St. 
Jerom  declares,  once  and  again,  that  in  the  days  of  the  apof- 
tles,  bilhops  and  prefbyters  were  the  fame ;  that  as  low  as 
his  time  they  had  gained  nothing  but  ordination ;  and  that 
St.  Chryfoftom  and  Theophylacl  affirm,  that  while  the  apoflles 
lived,  and  for  fome  ages  after,  the  names  of  bifhops  and 
prefbyters  were  not  diflinguiffied.  This  (fay  they)1  is  ‘the 
voice  of  the  moft  primitive  antiquity.*  But  the  Sme&ymnuam 
are  amazed  at  his  lordffiip’s  aflertion,  that  the  bifhops  of  the 
chuich  of  England  never  ordained  without  prefbyters;  and 
that  this  was  fo  conflant  a  praftice,  that  no  inftance  can  be 


/ 

.  *  In  the  debate  of  the  houfe  on  this  head,  the  authority  of  that  very  an¬ 
cient  parenment  copy  of  the  bible  in  St.  'James' s  library,  fent  by  Cyrillus 
patriarch  of  Alexandria ,  to  king  Charles  I.  being  all  written  in  great  capi¬ 
tal  Greek  letters,  was  vouched  and  averted  by  Sir  Simon  D'Evues,  a  great 
antiquary,  wherein  the  poftfeript  to  the  epilHes  to  Timothy  and  Titus  are 
only  this,  “  This  firft  to  Timothy,  written  from  Laodicea ;  to  Titus  written 
from  Nicopolis whence  he  inferred,  that  the  filling  of  Timothy  and  Titus 
firft  bifhops  of  Ephefus  and  Crete ,  were  the  fpurious  additions  of  fome  eaf- 
tern  bifhop  or  monk,  at  lead  five  hundred  years  after  Chrift. 

Rufirworthi  vol.  iv.  p.  284. 
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produced  of  its  being  done  without  them.  46  Strange!  (fay 
they)  when  fome  of  us  have  been  eye-witnefles  of  many 
fcores  who  have  been  ordained  by  a  bifliop  in  his  private 
“  chapel,  without  the  prefence  of  any  prelbyter,  except  his 
“  domeftick  chaplain,  who  only  read  prayers.  Belides,  the 
cc  bi (hop’s  letters  of  orders  make  no  mention  of  the  affiftance 
cc  of  prefbyters,  but  challenge  the  whole  power  to  them- 
“  felves,  as  his  lordfhip  had  done  in  his  book  entitled,  Epifl 
€C  copacy  of  Divine  Right ,  the  fifteenth  feftion  of  which  has 
CQ  this  title,  The  power  of  ordination  is  only  in  bifhops.” 

But  the  main  point  upon  which  the  bifliop  lays  the  whole 
ftrefs  of  the  cauie  is,  Whether  prefbyters  may  ordain  without 
a  bifliop?  tor  the  proof  of  this,  the  Smedlymmuans  produce 
the  author  of  the  comment  on  the  Epheflans ,  which  goes 
under  the  name  of  St.  Ambrofe ,  who  fays,  that  in  Egypt  the 
prefbyters  ordain  if  the  bifliop  be  not  prefeni ;  fo  faith  St. 
Auguftine  in  the  fame  words;  and  the  chor  epif  copus  ^  who 
was  only  a  prefbyter ,  had  power  to  impofe  hands,  and  to  or¬ 
dain  within  his  precincts  with  the  bifliop5 s  licence ;  nay  fur¬ 
ther,  the  prefbyters  of  the  city  of  Alexandria ,  with-  the 
bifhop’s  leave,  might  ordain,  as  appears  from  Con .  Ancyr . 
Car  it,  3.  where  it  is  faid,  it  is  not  lawful  for  chorepifcopi  to 
ordain  prefbyters  or  deacons  ;  nor  for  the  prefly  ter  s  of  the  city 
without  the  bifliop' s  letter ,  in  another  parish  ;  which  im¬ 
plies  they  might  do  it  with  the  bifliop’s  letter,  or  perhaps 
without  it,  in  their  own ;  and  Firmilianus  fays  of  them  who 
rule  in  the  church,  whom  he  calls  feniores  IT  preepofiti ,  that 
is,  prefbyters  as  well  as  bifhops ,  that  they  had  the  power  of 
baptizing  and  of  laying  on  of  hands  in  ordaining.* 

II.  The 

*  •  1 

*  It  may  be  Tome  fatisfafrion  to  the  reader,  to  fee  the  judgment  of  other 
learned  men  upon  this  argument,  which  has  broke  the  bands  of  brotherly 
love  and  charity,  between  the  church  of  England  and  all  the  foreign  pro- 
tefcahts  that  have  no  bifhops. y 

The  learned  primate  of  Ireland,  archbifhop  VJher ,  in  his  letter  to  Dr. 
Bernard,  fays,  <<r  I  have  ever  declared  my  opinion  to  be,  that  epifeopus  & 
prejbyter  gradu  tan  turn  dijferunt ,  non  ordine ,  and  consequently,  that  in 
4t  places  where  bifhops  cannot  be  had,  the  ordination  by  prefbyters  Hands 
tc  valid ;  but  the  ordination  made  by  fuch  prefbyters  as  have  fevered  thein- 
felves  from  thofe  bifhops  to  wdiom  they  have  fworn  canonical  obedience,  I 
can’  t  excuD  from  being  fchifmatical.  I  think  that  churches  that  have  no 
bifhops  are  defective  in  their  government,  yet,  for  the  juftifying  my  com- 
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II.  The  other  branch  of  power  annexed  to  the  epifcopal 
office,  is  the  foie  right  of fpiritual  jurf diction ;  this  the  biffiop 
feems  in  feme  fort  to  disclaim:  “  Whoever  (fays  he)  dial- 
lenged  a  sole  jurifdiction  ?  We  willingly  grant  that  pref- 
cc  byters  have,  and  ought  to  have,  a  jurifdiction  within  their 
own  charge;  and  that  in  all  great  affairs  of  the  church 
cc  they  ought  to  be  confulted.  We  admit,  that  bifhops  of  old 
cc  had  their  eccleiiaftical  council  of  prefbyters ;  and  we  {fill 
cc  have  the  fame  in  our  deans  and  chapters ;  but  we  fay  that 
the  fuperiority  of  jurifdiftion  is  fo  in  the  bifhop,  that  pref¬ 
byters  may  not  exercife  it  without  him,  and  that  the  exer- 
66  cife  of  external  jurifdiftion  is  derived  from,  by,  and  under 
iC  him,  to  thofe  who  exercife  it  within  his  diocefe.”  This 
his  lordfliip  proves  from  feveral  teftimonies  out  of  the  fathers. 

The  Smedtymnuans  agree  with  his  lordfliip,  that  in  the 
ancient  church,  bifhops  could  do  nothing  without  the  con- 
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e‘  munion  with  them,  (which  I  do  love  and  honour  as  true  members  of  the 
“  church  univerfal)  I  do  profefs  if  I  were  in  Holland,  I  fhould  receive  the 
“  Hefted  facrament  at  the  hands  of  the  Dutch,  with  the  like  affedion  as  I 
“  fhould  from  the  hands  of  the  French  minifters,  wree  I  at  Chare?iton 
The  fame  moft  reverend  prelate,  in  his  aniwer  to  Mr.  Baxter ,  fays,  “  That 
“  the  king  having  afked  him  at  the  ifle  of  Wight,  whether  he  found  in  an- 
“  tiquity,  that  prefbyters  alone  ordained  any  ?  he  replied  yes,  and  that  he 
“  could  fhew  his  majefty  more,  even  where  prefbyters  alone  fuccefjively  or - 
“  dadned  bijhops ,  and  inftanced  in  Hiercm's  words,  Epifl.  ad  Evagrium ,  of 
the  prefbyters  of  Alexandria  chooftng  and  makingjtheir  own  bifhops  from 
£f  the  days  of  Mark,  till  Heraclus  and  Diojiyfius .  *  Baxter’s  Life,  p.  206. 

This  was  the  conftant  fenfe  of  our  fir  ft  reformers,  Cranmer ,  Pilkington, 
Jewel ,  Grind  at,  Whit  gift.  Sec.  and  even  of  Bancroft  himfelf;  for  when 
Dr.  Andrews,  bifhop  of  Ely,  moved  that  the  Scots  biihops  elcd  might  firft 
be  ordained  prefbyters,  in  the  year  1610,  Baiicroft  replied  there  was  no 
need  of  it,  fince  ordination  by  prefbyters  was  valid ;  upon  which  the  faid 
bifhop  concurred  in  their  confecration.  And  yet  lower,  when  the  arch- 
bifhop  of  Spalato  was  in  England,  he  delired  bifhop  Moreton  to  re-ordain  a 
perfon  that  had  been  ordained  beyond  fea,  that  lie  might  be  more  capable  of 
preferment;  to  which  the  bifhop  replied,  that  it  could  not  be  done,  but  to 
the  fcandal  of  the  reformed  churches,  wherejn  he  would  have  no  hand.  The 
fame  reverend  prelate  adds,  in  his  ApoL  Cathol.  that  to  ordain  was  the  jus 
antiquum  of  prefbyters.  To  thefe  may  be  added  the  teftimony  of  bifhop 
Burnet ,  whofe  words  are  thefe:  “  As  for  the  notion  of  diftind  offices  of 
bifhop  and  prefoyter,  I  confefs  it  is  not  fo  clear  to  me,  and  therefore,  iince 
“  I  look  upon  the  facramental  adions  as  the  higheft  of  4c red  performances, 
<c  I  cannot  but  acknowledge  thofe  who  are  empowered  for  them  mull  be 
“  of  the  higheft  office  in  the  church.”  Vindication  of  the  Church  of  Scot¬ 
land,  p,  336. 
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font  of  the  clergy ;  nor  in  cafes  of  excommunication  and  ab- 
lolution  without  the  allowance  of  the  whole  body  of  the 
church  to  which  the  delinquent  belonged,  as  appears  from 
t  le  tellimomes  of  i  ertulUan  and  St.  Cyprian ;  but  they  aver, 
upon  their  certain  knowledge,  that  our  Englijh  bifliops  have 
exercifed  feveral  parts  of  ecclefiaftical  jurifdiftion  without 
their  prefbyters.  And  further  (fay  they)  where,  in  all  anti- 
quity,  do  we  meet  with  fuch  delegates,  as  lay-chancellors , 
commif dries,  and  others  as  never  received  impofition  of  hands? 
JL hefe  offices  were  not  known  in  thofe  times  j  nor  can  any 
irffiance  be  produced  of  laity  or  clergy  who  had  them  for 
above  four  hundred  years  after  Chrift. 

Upon  the  whole,  allowing  that,  in  the  third  or  fourth  cen¬ 
tury,  bifliops  were  a  dijlindt  order  from  prefbyters,  yet,  fay 
tlicfe  divines,  our  modern  bifliops  of  the  church  of  England 
differ  very  widely  from  them;  the  primitive  bifliops  were 
elected  by  a  free  fuffrage  of  the  prefbyters,  but  ours  by  a  conge 
d  eflire  from  the  king.  They  did  not  proceed  againft  criminals 
but  with  the  confent  of  their  prefbyters,  and  upon  the  tefti- 
mony  of  feveral  witneffes  ;  whereas  ours  proceed  by  an  oath 
ex  officio ,  by  which  men  are  obliged  to  accufe  themfelves ; 
the  primitive  bifliops  had  no  lordly  titles  and  dignities,  no 
lay-chancellors,  commiffaries  and  other  officials,  nor  did  they 
engage  in  fecular  affairs,  &c.  After  feveral  comparifons  of 
this  kind,  they  recapitulate  the  late  feverities  of  the  bifliops 
in  their  ecclefiaftical  courts ;  and  conclude  with  a  humble 
petition  to  the  high  court  of  parliament,  That  if  epifcopacy 
be  retained  in  the  church  it  may  be  reduced  to  its  primitive 
fimplicity ;  and  if  they  muff  have  a  liturgy ,  that  there  may 
be  a  confuitation  of  divines  to  alter  and  reform  the  pre- 
cc  fent;  and  that  even  then  it  may  not  be  impofed  upon  the 
<c  clergy,  but  left  to  the  difcretion  of  the  minifter,  how  much 
“  of  it  to  read  wdien  there  is  a  fermon.” 


By  this  reprefentation  it  appears,  that  the  controverfy  be¬ 
tween  thefe  divines  might  have  been  compromifed,  if  the  reft 
or  the  clergy  had  been  of  the  fame  fpirit  and  temper  vTith 
bihiop  Hall ;  but  the  court  bi/hops  would  abate  nothing  as 
long  as  the  crowm  could  fupport  them ;  and  as  the  parlia¬ 
ment  increafed  in  powrer,  the  puritan  divines  ftiffened  in  their 
demands,  till  methods  of  accommodation  were  impracticable. 

While 
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While  this  controverfy  was  debating  at  home,  letters  were 
fent  from  both  fides  to  obtain  the  judgment  of  foreign  di¬ 
vines,  but  molt  of  them  were  fo  wife  as  to  be  filent.  Di. 
Plume,  in  the  life  of  bilhop  Hacket ,  writes  that  Blondel ,  Vojjius , 
Hornbeckj  and  Sahnafius ,  were  lent  to  by  the  king’s  friends 
in  vain ;  Blondel  publilhed  a  very  learned  treadle  on  the 
puritan  fide\  but  Deodate  from  Geneva ,  and  Amyraldus  from 
France ,  wilhed  an  accommodation,  and  (as  Plume  fays)  were 
for  epifcopal  government.  The  papifts  triumphed,  and  had 
raifed  expectations  from  thefe  differences,  as  appears  by  a 
letter  of  T.  White ,  a  roman  catholic,  to  the  lord  vifcount  Gage 
at  Dublin,  dated  Feb.  12,  1639,  in  which  are  thefe  words; 

44  We  are  in  a  fair  way  to  affuage  herefy  and  her  epifcopacy ; 

for  Exeter’s  book  has  done  more  for  the  catholics,  than 
“  they  could  have  done  themfelves,  he  having  written,  that 
46  epifcopacy  in  office  and  jurifdiclion  is  abfolutely  jure 
44  divino,  (which  was  the  old  quarrel  between  our  biihops 
44  and  king  Henry  VIII.  during  his  herefy)  which  book  does 
44  not  a  little  trouble  our  adverfaries,  who  declare  this  tenet 

44  of  Exeter' s  to  be  contrary  to  the  laws  of  this  land - All 

44  is  like  to  profper  here,  fo  I  hope  with  you  there.”*  How¬ 
ever  it  is  certain,  the  body  of  foreign  proteftants  were  againfl: 
the  bifhops,  for  this  reafon  among  others,  becaufe  they  had 
difowned  their  ordinations  \  and  could  it  be  fuppofed  they  % 
fhould  compliment  away  the  validity  of  their  adminiftrations, 
to  a  fet  of  men  that  had  difowned  their  communion,  and 
turned  the  french  and  dutch  congregations  out  of  the  land  ? 
No,  they  wilhed  they  might  be  humbled  by  the  parliament. 
Lord  Clarendon  adds,  44  They  were  glad  of  an  occafion  to 
44  publilh  their  refentments  againfl:  the  church,  and  to  enter 
44  into  the  fame  confpiracy  againfl:  the  crown,  without  which 
44  they  could  have  done  little  hurt.” 

But  the  caufe  of  the  hierarchy  being  to  be  decided  at 
another  tribunal,  no  applications  were  wanting  on  either 
fide  to  make  friends  in  the  parliament-houfe,  and  to  get  hands 
to  petitions.  The  induftry  of  the  feveral  parties  on  this  oc¬ 
cafion  is  almoft  incredible ;  and  it  being  the  falhion  of  the 
time  to  judge  of  the  fenfe  of  the  nation  this  way,  meffengers 
were  fent  all  over  England  to  promote  the  work.  Lord 

*  Foxes  and  Fire-brands,  part  2d,  p.  81. 
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Clarendon ,  ana  after  him  Dr.  Nalfon  and  others  of  that  party 
complain  of  great  difingenuity  on  the  fide  of  the  puritans 
Ins  lord  (hip  lays,*  “  That  the  paper  which  contained  the 
minrjtcrs  petition  was  filled  with  a  very  few  hands,  but 
that  many  other  flieets  were  annexed,  for  the  reception  of 
numbeis  that  gave  credit  to  the  undertaking ;  hut  that 
“  when  their  names-  were  fubferibed,  the  petition  itfelf  was 
cut  off,  and  a  new  one  of  a  very  different  nature  annexed, 
to  the  long  -lift  of  names  \  and  when  lome  of  the  miniflers 
complained  to  the  reverend  Mr.  Mcirjhall ,  with  whom  the 
petition  was  lodged,  that  they  never  faw  the  petition  to 
Much  banns  were  annexed,  but  had  figned  another 
again  It  the  canons ,  Mr.  Marshall  is  faid  to  reply,  that  it 
was  thought  fit  by  thole  that  underhood  hufmefs  better 
ti u. ail  they,  that  the  latter  petition  fhould  be  rather  pre- 
“  ferred  than  the  former.55  This  is  a  charge  of  a  very  high 
natui  e,f  and  ought  to  be  well  fupported  :  if  it  had  been 
true,  why  did  they  not  complain  to  the  committee  which  the 
houfe  of  commons  appointed  to  enquire  into  the  irregular 
methods  of  procuring  hands  to  petitions  ?  His  lordfilip  an- 
iwCis,  .that  they  were  prevailed  with  to  fit  fill  and  pafs  it  by ; 
foi  which  we  have  only  his  lordfiiip’s  word,  nothing  of  this 
kind  being  to  he  found  in  Ruf  worth ,  Whitlock ,  or  any  difin- 
terefted  writer  of  thofe  times. 

However,  it  cannot  be  denied  that  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  art  and  perluafion  ufed  to  get  hands  to  petitions  on  both 
fides,  and  many  fubicnoed  their  names  who  were  not  capa¬ 
ble  .  to  judge  of  the  merits  of  the  caufe.  The  petitions 
againfl:  the  hierarchy  wrere  of  two  forts ;  lome  defiring  that 
the  whole  fabrick  might  be  deftroyed ;  of  thefe  the  chief  was 
the  Root  and  Branch  petition,  figned  by  the  hands  of 
about  fifteen  thoufand  citizens  and  inhabitants  of  London ; 
others  aiming  only  at  a  reformation  of  the  hierarchy ;  of 

*  Clarendon,  vol.  i.  p.  204. 

f  This  charge  we  have  feen  brought  forward  by  Dr.  Grey ,  to  diferedit 
what  Mr.  Neal  had  reported,  concerning  tlie  number  of  petitions  lent  up 
from  all  parts  or  the  country,  againfl  the  clergy.  When,  as  he  proceeded 
in  his  review  01  Mr.  Neal  s  hiflory ,  he  faw  that  our  author  had  himfelf  laid 
before  his  readers  this  charge  of  Lord  ClayenJf  s,  it  would  have  been  can¬ 
did  in  him,  to  have*cancelled  his  own  Ifridfures  on  this  point,  or  to  haveeX- 
pofed  the  futility  of  Mr.  Neat’s  reply  to  Iris  lordildp.  Ed. 
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thefethe  chief  was  the  Ministers’  Petition,  figned  with 
the  names  of  feven  hundred  beneficed  clergymen,  and  fol¬ 
lowed  by  others  with  an  incredible  number  of  hands,  from 
Kent  Gloucefterfhire,  Lancafhire,  Nottingham,  and  other 
counties.  The  petitions  in  favour  of  the  prefent  eftablifh- 
ment  were  not  lefs  numerous,  for  within  the  compafs  of  this 
and  the  next  year ,  there  were  prefented  to  the  king,  and 
houfe  of  lords  no  lefs  than  nineteen,  from  the  two  univer- 
fities,  from  Wales,  Lancafhire,  Staffordfhire,  and  other  coun¬ 
ties,  fubferibed  with  about  one  hundred  thoufand  hands, 
whereof,  according  to  Dr.  Walker ,  fix  thoufand  were  nobility, 
gentry,  and  dignified  clergy.  One  would  think  by  this  ac¬ 
count,  that  the  whole  nation  had  been  with  them;  buc  can 
it  be  luppofed,  that  the  honeft  freeholders  of.  Lancafhhe 
and  Wales  could  be  proper  judges  of  fuch  allegations  in  then 
petitions  as  thefe?- — -—That  there  can  be  no  church  without 
bifliops — that  no  ordination  was  ever  performed  without 
bifliops ; — -that  without  bifhops  there  can  be  no  prefbyters, 
and  by  confequence  no  confecration  of  the  Lord  s  fupper 
that  it  has  never  been  cuftomary  for  prefbyters  to  lay  hands 
upon  bifliops,  from  whence  the  difparity  of  their  function  is 
evident — that  a  bifliop  has  a  character  that  cannot  ]pe  com¬ 
municated  but  by  one  of  the  fame  diftinftion — and  that  the 
church  has  been  governed  by  bifliops  without  interruption 
for  fifteen  hundred  years.  Thefe  are  topicks  fit  to  be  debated 
in  a  fynod  of  learned  divines,  but  the  tacking  a  hundred 
thoufand  names  of  freeholders  on  either  fide,  could  prove  no 
more  than  that  the  honeft  countrymen  afted  too  much  by  an 
implicit  faith  in  their  clergy.  Loud  complaints  being  made 
to  the  parliament  of  unfair  methods  of  procuring  names  to 
petitions,  the  houfe  appointed  a  committee  to  examine  into 
the  matter;  but  there  being  great  faults  (as  I  apprehend)  on 
both  fides,  the  affair  was  dropt. 

The  Root  and  Branch  petition  was  prefented  to  the 
houfe  December  n,  1640,  by  alderman  Pennington  and 
others,  in  the  name  of  his  majefty’s  fubjefts  in  and  about 
the  city  of  London,  and  adjacent  counties.  It  was  thought 
to  be  the  contrivance  of  the  Scots  commiflioners,  who  "were 
become  very  popular  at  this  time.  The  petition  fheweth* 
u  That  whereas  the  government  of  archbifhops,  and  lord 

u  bifliops. 
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“dn  ThiTm’ &c ■ whb  th'if ««. 

“  very  dangerous  *  to  the  ?’  ^  £r°Ved  Prcl)ud'cial,  and 

“  i;SXi  ,MV‘"S  Pmer'y  Ud<  thlt  th'y  have  their’ jurif 
“  chtaeJ  ZOW'r,f  ““*»  Ay.  till  of  late  they  have 

“  .S  tire  5lr  l"?,  lmTC<,T‘y  fr°m  «>  ^ich  fe 
<c  .'?!,•  n  ,  n  ’  lls  i'lngdom,  and  deropatory  to  his 

lajtlty  s  date  royal.  And  wln^eas  the  fn'r)°rr  y 
“  is  found  by  woeful  exuerienr^  faid  government 

“  cafion  of  many  foul  evils,  prrfures^nd'gVevanc- tfa' 

<:  sg  be™re  ,o  "W?  ^  s:  1* 

lata  hereunto  annexed,  may  in  part  appear:  1 

“  notirahlVmr  ”  n  ™°f  llumbly  Pray  ™d  befcech  this  ho- 
<c  „  b  aff-mbl7?  the  premifes  confidered,  that  the  faid 
government  with  all  its,  dependences,  roots  and 

“  beWOnS  m“J  beJabolilh'<>.  a«  the  laws  L  their 
cc  God’s  w  rc\  l  *  i  i  ^ovl,  rnment,  according  to 

«  vo  J  \lZt  TY  -  ngltly  phlCed  among  us  5  and  we 
«  &”£Ic  fuPPh Cdms>  as  «  duty  bound,  fhall  ever 

•  1 ne  fchedule  annexed  to  the  petition  contained  twenty 
ei^t  grievances  and  preffures,  the  chief  of  which  tc7c  t 

luiops  fufpending  and  depriving  minifters  for  non-confor- 

prichin  !!!1  nteiS  and  Cfer ■  m01]'eS  5  thdr  difc°™tenancing 

the  oath  V  C  a\m  Jm  dlvmum>  Aeir  adminiftring 
the  oath  ex  officio ;  the  exorbitant  power  of  the  hfoh  com. 

million,  with  the  other  innovations  already  mentioned. 
wi]oneflnfdrl,°f  ^  efhhh  Anient  oppofed  this  petition, 

ZoZg  word  A'1'  °Wn  m  faV°Ur  °f  th£  hierarchy’  in  the 

fo  the  honourable  the  knights,  citizens ,  &c.  the  petition  of. \  &V. 
Humbly  fheweth ? 

THAT  whereas  of  late,  a  petition  fubferibed  by 
many  who  pretend  to  be  inhabitants  of  this  city,  hath 

«  ^deired’  rcC£ived’ and  read  in  this  honourable  houfe, 
u  f  1  e  an«ent,  p relent,  and  by  law  eftablilhed,  go¬ 
vernment  ot  the  church  •  and  that  not  fo  much  forth 

\  ,  ^  • 
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“  reformation  of  bifliops,  as  for  the  utter  fubverfion  and 
cc  extirpation  of  epifcopacy  itfelf;  we  whofe  names  are  un- 
«  derwritten,  to  fliew  there  be  many,  and  thofe  of  the  better 
“  fort  of  the  inhabitants  of  this  city,  otherwife  and  better 
“  minded,  do  humbly  reprefent  unto  this  honourable  houfe* 
thefe  confiderations  following: 

1.  u  That  epifcopacy  is  as  ancient  as  chriftianity  itfelf  in 
<c  this  kingdom. 

2.  66  That  bifliops  were  the  chief  inftruments  in  the  re- 
<c  formation  of  the  church  againft  popery,  and  afterwards 

the  mod  eminent  martyrs  for  the  proteflant  religion,  and 
“  fince,  the  beft  and  ableft  champions  for  the  defence  of  it. 

3.  66  That  Ance  the  reformation  the  times  have  been  very 
peaceable,  happy  and  glorious,  notwithftanding  the  epifco- 
pal  government  in  the  church,  and  therefore  that  this  go- 

“  vernment  can  be  110  caufe  of  our  unhappinefs. 

4.  46  W e  conceive  that  not  only  many  learned,  but  divers 
<c  other  godly  perfons,  would  be  much  fcandalized  and  trou- 
w  bled  in  confcience,  if  the  government  of  epifcopacy,  con- 
cc  ceived  by  them  to  be  an  apoftolical  inftitution,  were  altered; 

and  fmce  there  is  fo  much  care  taken,  that  no  man  fliould 
4C  be  offended  in  the  leaf!:  ceremony,  we  hope  there  will  be 
<c  fome,  that  fuch  men’s  confciences  may  not  be  preffed  upon 
“  in  a  matter  of  an  higher  pature  and  confequence,  efpeciallv 
“  confidering  that  this  government  by  epifcopacy  is  not  only 
“  lawful  and  convenient  for  education,  but  likewife  fuitable 
“  to,  and  agreeable  with  the  civil  policy  and  government 
“  of  this  ftate. 

5-  “  That  this  government  is  lawful,  it  appears  by  the 
“  immediate  univerfal  and  conftant  practice  of  all  the  chrif- 
“  tian  world,  grounded  upon  fcripture,  from  the  apoftles’ 
“  time  to  this  laft  age,  for  above  fifteen  hundred  years  to- 
“  gether,  it  being  utterly  incredible,  if  not  impofiible,  that 
cc  the  whole  church,  for  fo  long  a  time,  fliould  not  difcover, 
“  by  God’s  word,  this  government  to  be  unlawful,  if  it  had 
“  been  fo;  to  which  may  be  added,  that  the  moft  learned 
“  proteftants,  even  in  thofe  very  churches  which  now  are 
not  governed  by  bifliops,  do  not  only  hold  the  govern- 
“  ment  by  epifcopacy  to  be  lawful,  but  wifli  that  they  them- 
44  felves  might  enjoy  it. 
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..  .  that  tIie  government  by  epifcopaey  is  not  onlv 

_  kwml,  but  convenient  for  edification,  and  as  much  or 
~  more  conducing  to  piety  and  devotion  than  any  other,  it 
appears,  becaufe  no  modeft  man  denies  that  the  primitive 
times  were  mofl  famous  for  piety,  conftancy  and  perfeve- 
rance  m  the  faith,  notwithftanding  more  frequent,  and  more 
cruel  perfecutions  than  ever  have  been  fince,  and  yet  it  is 

“  confefled  that  the  church  in  thofe  times  was  governed  by 

bifhops.  y 

“  LaJ}ly->  That  the  government  of  the  church  by  epifco- 
pacy  is  molt  luitable  to  the  form  and  frame  of  the  civil 
g  o  vein  men  t  here  in  this  kingdom,  it  appears  by  the  haopy 
aim  Rounihing  union  or  them  both  for  fo  long  a  time  to- 
getliei  ;  wnereas  no  man  can  give  us  an  alfurance  how  - 
any  church  government  befides  this  (whereof  we  have  had 
io  long  experience)  will  fuit  and  agree  with  the  civil  policy 
Cm  iliis  itcitc.  And  wc  conceive  it  muy  be  of  dEn^erous 
“  confequence  for  men  of  fettled  fortunes,  to  hazard  their 
eftates,  by  making  io  great  an  alteration,  and  venturing 
upon  a  new  form  of  government,,  whereof  neither  we  nor 
“  our  anceltors  have  had  any  trial  or  experience,  efpecially 
‘c  confidering  that  thofe  who  would  have  epifcopaey  to  be' 
;  aboliihed,  have  not  yet  agreed,  nor  (as  we  are  verily  per- 
‘  funded)  ever  will  or  can  agree  upon  any  other  common 
form  of  government  to  fucceed  in  the  room  of  it ;  as  ap¬ 
pears  by  the  many  different  and  contrary  draughts  and 
“  platforms  they  have  made  and  publilhed,  according  to  the 
“  feveral  humours  and  fefts  of  thofe  that  made  them;  where- 
"  as,  feeing  every  great  alteration  in  a  church  or  hate  mull 
needs  be  dangerous,  it  is  juft  and  reafonable,  that  whofo- 
“  ever  would  introduce  a  new  form  inftead  of  an  old  one, 

“  fhould  be  obliged  to  demonftrate  and  make  it  evidently 
"  appear  aforeh and,  that  the  government  he  would  introduce 
is  proportionably  fo  much  better  than  that  he  would  abo- 
lifn,  as  may  recompenfe  the  lofs  we  may  fuftain,  and  may 
e£  be  worthy  of  the  hazard  we  mull  run  in  aboli filing  the 
“  one,  and  introducing  and  fettling  of  the  other;  but  this  we 
“  are  confident  can  never  be  done,  in  regard  of  this  particular. 

“  And  therefore  our  humble  and  earnefl  requeft  to  this 
“  honourable  houfe,  is,  that  as  well  in  this  confideration,  as 
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“  all  the  other  aforefaid,  we  may  hill  enjoy  that  government 
“  which  moft  probably  holds  its  inftitution  from  the  apoftles, 
<c  ar/j  moll  certainly  its  plantation  with  our  chriftiah  faith 
cc  itfelf  in  this  kingdom,  where  it  hath  ever  fince  flouriflied, 
and  continued  for  many  ages  without  any  interruption  or 
«  alteration ;  whereby  it  plainly  appears,  that  as  it  is  the 
«  moll  excellent  government  in  itfelf,  fo  it  is  the  mod  fuit- 
«  able,  mod  agreeable,  and  every  way  mod  proportionable 
«  to  the  civil  conftitution  and  temper  of  this  flate ;  and  there- 
fore  we  pray  and  hope,  will  always  be  continued  and  pre- 
«  ferved  in  it  and  by  it,  notwithftanding  the  abufes  and  cor- 
motions  which  in  io  long  a  traft  or  time,  through  the 
u  errors  or  negligence  of  men,  have  crept  into  it ;  which 
a  abufes  and  corruptions  being  all  of  them  (what  and  how 
many  foever  there  may  be)  but  merely  accidental  to  epif- 
copacy,  we  conceive  and  hope  there  may  be  a  reformation 
“  of  the  one,  without  a  definition  of  the  other; 

Which  is  the  humble  fait  of  &c.  &c.” 


A  third  petition  was  prefented  to  the  houfe,  Jan.  23,  by  ten 
or  twelve  clergymen,  in  the  name  of  feven  hundred  of  their 
brethren  who  had  figned  it,  called  the  Ministers’  Peti¬ 
tion,  praying  for  a  reformation  of  certain  grievances  in  the 
hierarchy,  but  not  an  entire  fubverfion  of  it ;  a  fchedule  of 
thefe  grievances  was  annexed,  which  being  referred  to  the 
committee,  Mr.  Crew  reported  the  three  following,  as  pro¬ 
per  for  the  debate  of  the  houfe  :  1 .  The  fecular  employments 
of  the  clergy .  2.  The  foie  power  of  the  bijhops  in  ecckfiajlical 
affair s,  and  particularly  in  ordinations  and  church  cenfures* 
3.  The  large  revenues  of  deans  and*  chapters ,  with  the  incon¬ 
veniences  that  attend  the  application  of  them . 

Two  days  after  the  delivery  of  this  petition  Qan.  2$~\ 
his  majefty  came  to  the  houfe,  and  very  unadvifedly  inter¬ 
rupted  their  debates  by  the  following  fpeech :  44 - There 


44  are  fame  men  that  more  malicioufly  than  ignorantly  will  out 
44  no  difference  between  reformation  and  alteration  of  go- 


vernment:  hence  it  comes  to  pafs,  that  divine  fervice  is 

44  irreverently  interrupted,  and  petitions  in  an  ill  way  given 

45  in,  neither  difputed  nor  denied,  againft  the  prefent  eftab- 
liihed  government,  in  the  names  of  divers  counties,  with 


44  threatnings 
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ta  t  bi?,,0p,s;’ that  the?  ma^e  them 

«  V;n-  cyphe.rs-  Now  1  muft  tell  you,  that  I  make  a  great 

«  dlffeience  between  reformation  and  alteration  of  govern 

«  th°fl  1  ™  ,for  d.le  fird>  1  cannot  give  way  to  the 

«  .  att,c  If  f°m?  of  them  have  overflretched  their  power 
«  ;md  enc.toached  too  much  on  their  temporality,  I  fhall  not 
|-C  uin!illing  that  thefe  things  fliould  be  redreffed  and  re- 

«  ,0mf 5  nay  furthf  ’  lf  y°u  can  Aiew  me,  that  the  hilltops 
*£  .,iaJe  ome  tetnp°ral  authority  inconvenient  for  the  hate 
and  not  neceffary  for  the  government  of  the  church  and 
upholding  epifcopal  jurifdicfoon,  I  fhall  not  be  unwilling  to 
dcfii  e  them  to  lay  it  down ;  but  this  mull  not  be  underhood 
that  I  lha  11  any  ways  confent  that  their  voices  in  parlia¬ 
ment  fliould  be  taken  away,  for  in  all  the  times  of  my  pre- 
«  deceffors,  fince  the  conqueft  and  before,  they  have  enjoyed 

«  J  aS„°ne°f  ^  fundamental  conftitutions  of  the  kin g- 
dom.  Ihis  unhappy  method  of  the  king’s  coming  to 
the  houfe,  and  declaring  his  refolutions  before-hand,  was 
ceitainly  unparliamentary,  and  did  the  church  no  fervice  • 
nor  was  there  any  occafion  for  it  at  this  time,  the  houfe  be¬ 
ing  in  no  difpofition  as  yet,  to  order  a  bill  to  be  brought  in 
tor  lubvertmg  the  hierarchy. 

In  the  months  of  February  and  March,  feveral  days  were 

aP- ^°r  ,t  le  conPlderation  of  thefe  petitions ;  and  when  ■ 
the  bill  for  the  utter  extirpating  the  epifcopal  order  was 
brought  into  the  houfe  in  the  months  of  May  and  lune 
feveral  warm  fpeeches  were  made  on  both  fides ;  I  will  fet 

me  chief  of  them  before  the  reader  at  one  view,  though  they 
were  fpoken  at  different  tjmes.  J 

Among  tiiofe  who  for  Root  and  Branch ,  or  the  total 
extirpating  of  epifcopacy,  was  Sir  Henry  Vane ,  who  flood  up 
and  aigued,  that  “  fince  the  houfe  had  voted  epifcopal  go- 
“  vernment  a  great  impediment  to  the  reformation  and  growth 
“  of  religion,  it  ought  to  be  taken  away,  for  it  is  fo  corrupt 
“  m  the  foundation  (fays  he)  that  if  we  pull  it  not  down,  it 
will  fail  about  the  ears  of  thofe  that  endeavour  it  within 
“  a  years,  ihis  government  was  brought  in  by  anti- 
chiift,  mid  has  let  in  all  kinds  of  fuperflition  in  the  church 
b  bas  been  the  inftrument  of  difplacing  the  mofl  godly 
“  and  confeientious.  minifters,  of  vexing,  punifhing,  and  ba- 


nifliing 


« 
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«  niftiing  out  of  the  kingdom,  the  mod  religious  of  all  forts 
“  and  conditions,  that  would  not  comply  with  their  fuper- 
“  hit  ions  inventions  and  ceremonies.  In  a  word,  it  has 
«  turned  the  edge  of  the  government  againft  the  very  life 
“  and  power  of  godlinefs,  and  the  favour  and  proteftion  of 
tc  it  towards  all  prophane,  fcandalous,  and  fuperftitious  per- 
ec  foils  that  would  uphold  their  party— — It  has  divided  us 
cc  from  the  foreign  proteftant  churches,  and  has  done  what 
it  could  to  bind  the  nation  in  perpetual  flavery  to  them- 
felves  and  their  fuperftitious  inventions,  by  the  late  canons. 

“ - -Further,  this  government  has  been  no  lefs  prejudicial 

to  the  civil  liberties  of  our  country,  as  appears  by  the  bi- 
“  fliops  preaching  up  the  doctrine  of  arbitrary  power,  by 
“  their  encouraging  the  late  illegal  projects  to  raife  money 
“  without  parliament,  by  their  kindling  a  war  between  Eng- 
“  land  and  Scotland,  and  falling  in  with  the  plots  and  com- 
u  binations  that  have  been  entered  into  againft  this  prefent 
“  parliament.”  Sir  Harry  concludes  from  thefe  premifes, 
cc  that  the  proteftant  religion  muft  always  be  in  danger,  as 
“  long  as  it  is  in  the  hands  of  fuch  governors ;  nor  can  there 
cc  be  any  hopes  of  reformation  in  the  ftate,  while  the  bifliops 
cc  have  votes  in  parliament;  that  the  fruit  being  fo  bad  the 
u  tree  muft  be  bad .  Let  us  not  then  halt  between  two  opi- 
cc  nions,  (fays  he)  but  with  one  heart  and  voice  give  glory  to 
cc  God,  by  complying  with  his  providence,  and  with  the 
fafety  and  peace  of  the  church  and  ftate,  which  is  by 
cc  paffing  the  root  and  branch  bill”* 

Mr.  Serjeant  Thomas  gave  the  houfe  a  long  hiftorical  nar¬ 
ration  of  the  vicioufnefs  and  mifbehaviour  of  the  bifliops  in 
the  times  of  popery ;  of  their  treafonable  and  rebellious  con¬ 
duct  towards  their  fovereigns ;  of  their  antipathy  to  the  laws 
and  liberties  of  their  country ;  of  their  ignorance,  pride,  and 
addiftednefs  to  the  pomp  of  this  world,  to  the  apparent  neg- 
left  of  their  fpiritual  funftions ;  and  of  their  enmity  to  all 
methods  of  reformation  to  this  day.j- 

Mr.  Bagshaw  ftood  up  to  reply  to  the  objeftions  made 
againft  aboliftiing  the  order  of  bilhops. 

“  It  is  aflerted,  fays  he,  that  it  is  of  divine  right ,  which  is 
cc  contrary  to  the  ftatute  37  of  Henry  VIII.  cap .  17,  which 

*  Nalfon’s  Collections,  vol.  ii.  p.  276.  f  Ibid.  vol.  ii.  p.  2 1 1. 

^  44  fays, 
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lays,  they  have  their  epifcopal  authority  and  all  other  ec- 
clefiaftical  jurifJiftion  whatfoever,/^/y  and  only,  by  from 
and  under  the  king.  •  ? 

“  It  is  argued,  that  epifcopacy  is  infeparable  from  the  crown , 
“  and  therefore  it  is  commonly  faid,  no  bi/hop  no  king ;  which 
“  is  very  ridiculous,  becaufe  the  kings  of  England  were  lorn* 
before  bilhops,  and  may  hill  depofe  them.  * 

It  is  faid,  tint  epijcopacy  is  ci  third  Jlate  in  parliament ; 
but  this  I  deny,  for  the  three  Hates  are  the  king,  the  lords 
temporal,  and  the  commons.  Kings  of  England  have  held 
feveral  parliaments  without  bilhops ;  king  Edward  I.  in 
the  24th  of  his  reign,  held  a  parliament  exclafo  clero\  and 
in  the  parliament  of  the  7th  Richard  II.  there  is  mention 
made  of  the  confent  of  the  lords  temporal  and  the  com- 
44  m°ns,  but  not  a  word  of  the  clergy;  lince  therefore  the 
prefent  hierarchy  was  of  mere  human  inftitution,  and  had 
been  found  a  very  great  grievance  to  the  fubjeef,  he  in- 
clined  to  the  Root  and  Branch  petition 
Mr.  White  entered  more  fully  into  the  merits  .of  the  caufe, 
and  confidered  the  prefent  bilhops  of  the  church  with  regard 
to  their  baronies ,  their  temporalities,  and  their  fpiritualities. 

“  I'hc  former  (fays  he)  are  merely  of  the  king’s  favour, 
c  and  began  in  this  kingdom  the  4th  of  William  the  con¬ 
queror,  by  virtue  whereof  they  have  had  place  in  the 
home  of  peers  in  parliament;  but  in  the  7th  Henry  VI1L 
(-1846,  KeL)  it  was  refolved  by  all  the  judges  of  England, 
that  the  king  may  hold  his  parliament  by  himfelf,  his  tem¬ 
poral  lords  and  commons,  without  any  bilhop;  for  a  bilhop 
has  not  any  place  in  parliament  by  reafon  of  his  fpirituali¬ 
ties,  but  merely  by  reafon  of  his  barony,  and  accordingly 
Hts  of  parliament  have  been  made  without  them,  as  2 


cc 


rc 
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Richard  II.  cap.  3.  and  at  other  times;  nor  were  they 


-  ever  called  fpiritual  lords  in  our  llatutes,  till  16  Richard 
u  II.  can.  i. 

A 

.  By  the  bilhop* s  fpiritualities  I  mean  thofe  fpiritual  pow- 
ers  which  raife  him  above  the  order  of  a  prelbyter;  and 
here  I  confider,  firft,  his  authority  over  prefbyters  by  the 
fC  oath  of  canonical  obedience,  by  which  he  may  command 
*c  them  to  collect  tenths  granted  in  convocation,  according 


cc 


to 
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nry  VI.  cap.  13.  Secondly,  his  office,  which  is 

‘  partly 
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«  partly  judicial,  and  partly  minifterial ;  by  the  former,  he 
“  judges  in  his  courts  of  all  matters  ecclefialtical  and  fpiritual 
“  within  his  diocefe,  and  of  the  fitnefs  of  fuch  as  are  pre- 
6C  fented  to  him  to  be  inftituted  into  benefices;  by  the  latter 
“  he  is  to  Jacred  places  dedicated  to  divine  fervice.  9  Henry 
<<  VI.  cap.  17,  he  is  to  provide  for  the  officiating  of  cures  in 
6Q  the  avoidance  of  churches,  on  negleft  of  the  patron’s 
“  prefenting  thereunto.  He  is  to  certify  loyal  [or  lawful] 
«  matrimony,  general  baftardy,  and  excommunication.  He 
*<■  is  to  execute  judgments  given  in  quare  impedit ,  upon  the 
writ  ad  admittendum  clericum.  He  is  to  attend  upon  trials 
<c  for  life,  to  report  the  fufficiency  or  infufficiency  of  fuch 
<c  as  demand  clergy ;  and  laftly,  he  is  to  ordain  deacons  and 
cc  prefbyters. 

“  Now  all  thefe  being  given  to  thefebifliops  jure  humanoj 
fays  Mr.  White ,  I  conceive,  may  for  juft  reafons  be  taken 
cc  away.  He  affirms,  that,  according  to  fcripture,  a  bifhop 
(i  and  prefbyter  is  one  and  the  fame  perfon ;  for  (1.)  Their 
duties  are  mentioned  as  the  fame,  the  bifhop  being  to  teach 
and  rule  his  church,  1  Tim.  iii.  2,  5,  and  the  prefbyter 
being  to  do  the  very  fame,  1  Pet .  v.  2,  3.  (2.)  Prefby- 

u  ters  in  fcripture  are  faid  to  be  bifhops  of  the  Holy  Ghoft, 
cc  Acts  xx.  28.  And  St.  Paid  charges  the  prefbyters  of 
4C  Ephefus ,  to  take  heed  to  the  flock  over  which  the  Holy 
“  Ghoft  had  made  them  bifhops  or  overfeers ;  and  other 
bifhops  the  Holy  Ghoft  never  made.  (3.)  Among  the 
enumeration  of  church-officers,  Eph.  iv.'  1 1 ,  whereof  the 
cc  three  former  are  extraordinary,  and  are  ceafed,  there  re- 
66  mains  only  the  paftor  and  teacher,  which  is  the  very  fame 
“  with  the  prefbyter.  The  bifhop,  as  he  isjmore  than  this, 
cc  is  no  officer  given  by  God;  and  it  is  an  encroachment 
upon  the  kingly  office  of  Thrift,  to  admit  other  officers 
cc  into  the  church  than  he  himfelf  has  appointed. 

cc  Seeing  then  epifcopacy  may  be  taken  away  in  all,  wherein 
it  exceeds  the  prefhyter’s  office,  which  is  certainly  jure 
divino,  we  ought  to  reftore  the  preibyters  to  .their  rights 
which  the  bifhops  have  taken  from  them,  as  particularly 
cc  to  the  right  of  ordination ,  excommunication ,  and  liberty  to 
“  preach  the  whole  counfel  of  God  without  reftraint  from  a 
“  bifhop ;  they  fhould  have  their  fhare  in  the  difcipline  and 

“  government 
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:  of  the  church ;  and  in  a  word,  all  fuperioritv 

«  awav  ?,°r  ^twecn  hifhops  and  prelbyters  fliould  be  taken 
away  Mr.  White  is  further  of  opinion,  that  the  bifhnn? 
fltonld  be  deprived  of  their  baronies,  and  all  huerLdZ 
^ith  civil  affairs;  that  inftitution  and  induftion,  the  jurifdf/ 
,  Vn  °  .tithes,  caufes  matrimonial  and  teftamentary  and  other 
»  urpanonsof  the  ecclefiaftical  courts,  fhould  be  eihored  to 
toe  civil  judicature,  and  be  determined  by  the  laws  of  the  fuid 
,  In  order  to  take  off  the  force  of  thefe  arguments  in  fa! 
voa.  o  tie  Root  and  Branch  petition,  the  friends ?of  the 
iTOhy  fa,d,  that  the  very  bed  things  might  be  coftnlS 

that  to  take  away  the  order  of  bilhops  was  to  chanT  h 
whole  conft, ration  for  they  knew  not  what ;  they  therefore 
u]  gee  tile  mtnijlers  petition  for  reformation ,  and  declaimed 

Lold  Sr7Stft  .thc,cor.raP'l°"s  of  the  late  timt 
tim  v-.,“gh0  "■  *<;  judgment  of  the  noble  hifto. 

np  a’nd  faid  !  Cxtraord,ra'7  P“«>n  of  his  age,  flood 

4 

Mr.  Speaker , 

«  fL  “HEJS  a,grT  ft?n£er  in  our  Hraei;  who  knows  not 
<  on nrplpS  '  mf  °^.las  ^onS  laboured  under  many  and  great 
pp  cinons,  both  in  religmn  and  liberty;  and  that  a  prin- 

_  *  ;  !Cc  °f  h,oth  has  been  fome  bifhops  and  their  adhe- 

*  ent5»  who,  under  pretence  of  uniformity,  have  brought  in 

£  and  fcandal  under  the  title  of  decency ;  who 

«  rfj^^onr  churches  by  adorning  them,  and  llackened 
«  r  tr  ,.el?  of  txlat  union  that  was  between  us  and  thofe 
ic  beyond  lea;  an  aftion  both  uripolitick  and 

«  “  1  %  have  been  lefs  eager  on  thofe  who  damn  our 

«  ,  Undi’  than,  011  thobe  wbo  on  weak  confcience,  and  per, 
nips  as  weak  reafon,  only  abftain  from  it.  Nay,  it  has 

ecu  more  dangerous  for  men  to  go  to  a  neighbouring 
u  Panui  when  they  had  no  fermon  in  their  own,  than  to  be 
«  nye  and  perpetual  recufants.  While  mafs  has  been 
!aid  111  lecurity,  a  conventicle  has  been  a  crime ;  and  which 

the  conforming  to  ceremonies  has  been  more 
exacted  than  the  conforming  to  chriffianity ;  and  while 

*  Rufhworth,  vol.  iv.  p.  184,  or  part  3d,  vol.  i. 
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44  men  for  fcruples  have  been  undone,  for  attempts  of fodomy 

44  they  have  only  been  admonifhed. 

Mr.  Speaker ,  they  have  refembled  the  dog  in  the  fable, 

44  they  have  neither  praftiied  themfelves,  nor  employed  thofe 
cc  that  fhould,  nor  fuffered  thofe  that  would.  1  hey  have 
44  brought  in  catechizing  only  to  thruft  out  preaching;  cried 
44  down  leftures  by  the  name  of  faftion,  either  becaufe  other 
44  men’s  induftry  in  that  duty  appeared  a  reproof  to  their  neg- 
44  left,  or  with  intent  to  have  brought  in  darknefs,  that  they  . 
44  might  the  eafier  tow  their  tares  while  it  was  night. 

44  In  this  they  have  abufed  his  majefty  as  well  as  his  peo- 
44  pie,  for  when  he  had  with  great  wifdom  filenced  on  both 
44  parts  thofe  opinions,  that  will  always  trouble  the  lchools, 

44  they  made  ule  of  this  declaration  to  tie  up  one  fide  and 
44  let  the  other  loofe.  The  truth  is,  Mr.  Speaker ,  as  fome 
44  minifters  in  our  hate  firft  took  away  our  money,  and  after- 
44  wards  endeavoured  to  make  our  money  not  worth  taking, 

44  by  depraving  it;  fo  thefe  men  firft  depreffed  the  power  of 
44  preaching,  and  then  laboured  to  make  it  fuch,  as  the  harm 
44  had  not  been  much  if  it  had  been  depreffed ;  the  chief  fub- 
44  jefts  of  the  fermons  being  the  jus  divinum  of  bifhops  and 
44  tithes;  the  facrednefs  of  the  clergy;  the  facrilege  of  im- 
44  propriations;  the  demolifhing  of  puritanifm;  the  building 
44  up  of  the  prerogative,  &c.  In  fhort,  their  work  has  been 
44  to  try  how  much  of  the  papift  might  be  brought  in  with- 
44  out  popery,  and  to  deftroy  as  much  as  they  could  of  the 
44  gofpel,  without  bringing  themfelves  in  danger  of  being 
44  deftroyed  by  the  law. 

44  Mr.  Speaker ,  thefe  men  have  been  betrayers  of  our  rights: 

44  and  liberties,  by  encouraging  fuch  men  as  Dr.  Beal  and 
44  Manwaring ;  by  appearing  for  monopolies  and  ftiip-mo- 
44  ney;  fome  of  them  have  laboured  to  exclude  all  perfons 
44  and  caufes  of  the  clergy  from  the  temporal  magiftrate,  and 
44  by  hindering  prohibitions ,  to  have  taken  away  the  only 
44  legal  bounds  to  their  arbitrary  power ;  they  have  encou- 
44  raged  all  the  clergy  to  fuits,  and  have  brought  all  fuits 
44  to  the  council  table,  that  having  all  power  in  ecclefiaftical 
44  matters,  they  might  have  an  equal  power  in  temporals;  they 
44  have  both  kindled  and  blown  the  common  fire  of  both  na- 
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“  t‘on35  ar>d  have  been  the  firfl:  and  principal  caufe  of  the 
“  breach  fince  the  pacification  at  Berwick. 

“  Mr.  Speaker ,  I  have  reprefented  no  finall  quantity,  and 
no  mean  degree  of  guilt,  but  this  charge  does  not  lie 
againft  epifcopacy,  but  againft  the  perfons  who  have 
“  abufed  that  facred  function ;  for  if  we  conlider,  that  the 
“  hrft  fpreaders  of  chrillianity,  the  firfl  defenders  of  it,  both 
“  with  their  ink  and  blood,  as  well  as  our  late  reformers, 
wei  c  all  bifhops ;  and  even  now,  in  this  great  defection  of 
the  order,  there  are  fome  that  have  been  neither  proud 
nor  ambitious ;  fome  that  have  been  learned  oppofers  of 
popery,  and  zealous  luppreiters  of  arminianifm,  between 
whom  and  their  inferior  clergy  there  has  been  no  diftimftion 
in  frequent  preaching;  whole  lives  are  untouched,  not 
only  by  guilt,  but  by  malice;  1  fay,  if  we  confider  this, 
we  lhall  conclude,  that  bifhops  may  be  good  men,  and  let 
us  but  give  good  men  good  rules,  and  we  lhall  have  good 
“  government  and  good  times. 

“  I  am  content  to  take  away  from  them  all  thofe  things 
“  which  may,  in  any  degree  of  poffibility,  occafion  the  like 
“  mifchiefs  with  thofe  I  have  mentioned ;  I  am  hire,  neither 
their  lordjhips,  their  judging  of  tithes_,  wills ,  and  marriages , 
no  nor  their  voices  in  parliament ,  are  jure  divino.  If  their 
revenues  are  too  great,  let  us  leave  them  only  fuch  pro¬ 
portion  as  may  ferve,  in  fome  good  degree,  for  the  fup- 
port  of  the  dignity  of  learning  and  encouragement  of 
“  fludents.  If  it  be  found  they  will  employ  their  laws  againft 
"  their  weaker  brethren,  let  us  take  away  thofe  laws,  and 
let  no  ceremonies  which  any  number  count  unlawful,  and 
no  man  counts  neceffary,  be  impofed  upon  them ;  but  let 
us  not  abolifh,  upon  a  few  days  debate,  an  order  that  has 
“  lafted  in  moft  churches  thefe  fixteen  hundred  years.  I  do 
“  not  believe  the  order#of  bifhops  to  be  jure  divino ,  nor  do 
“  I  think  them  unlawful  ;  but  fince  all  great  changes  in  go- 
“  vernment  are  dangerous,  I  am  for  trying  if  we  cannot  take 
“  away  the  inconveniencies  of  bifhops,  and  the  inconvenien- 
“  cies  of  no  bifhops.  Let  us  therefore  go  upon  the  debate 
“  of  grievances,  and  if  the  grievances  may  be  taken  away 
“  and  the  order  {land,  we' lhall  not  need  to  commit  the  Lon- 
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“  of  the  one  cannot  be  but  by  the  deftru&ion  of  the  other, 
then  let  us  not  commit  the  London  petition,  but  gi  ant  it. 
Lord  George  Digby,  an  eminent  royalift,  fpoke  with  great 
Warmth  againlf  the  Root  and  Branch  petition,  and  with 
no  lefs  zeal  for  a  reformation  of  grievances. 

“  If  the  London  petition  (fays  his  lordfhip)  may  be  confi- 
«  dered  only  as  an  index  of  grievances,  I  fhould  wink  at  the 
“  faults  of  it,  for  no  man  within  thefe  walls  is  more  fenfible 
“  of  the  heavy  grievances  of  church  government  than  my- 
«  Leif ;  nor  whofe  affe&ions  are  keener  for  the  clipping  thofe 
“  wings  of  the  prelates,  whereby  they  have  mounted  to  fuch 
“  infolence ;  but  having  reafon  to  believe  that  fome  aim  at 
“  the  total  extirpation  of  bifltops,  1  cannot  reftrain  myfelf 

“  from  labouring  to  divert  it. 

“  I  look  upon  the  petition  with  terror,  as  on  a  comet  or 
“  a  blazing  ftar,  railed  and  kindled  out  of  the  poifonous  ex- 
“  halations  of  a  corrupted  hierarchy :  methoughts  the  comet 
4<  had  a  terrible  tail,  and  pointed  to  the  north;  and  I  fear  all 
“  the  prudence  of  this  houfe  will  have  a  hard  work  to  hinder 
-«  this  meteor  from  caufing  fuch  diftempers  and  combuflions 
«  as  it  portends  by  its  appearance ;  whatever  the  event  be, 
«  I  fliall  difeharge  my  confcience  freely,  unbiaffed  both  from 
“  popularity  and  court  refpeft.”* 

His  lordfhip  then  goes  on  to  argue  the  unreafonablenefs 
of  abolifhing  a  thing,  becaufe  of  fome  abufes  that  attend  it ; 
he  complains  of  the  prefumption  of  the  petitioners,  in  de- 
firing  the  repeal  of  fo  many  laws  at  once,  and  not  applying 
in  a  more  model!  manner  for  a  redrefs  of  grievances,  as  the 
minijiers  have  done.  On  the  other  hand,  he  allows  the  be¬ 
haviour  of  the  prelates  had  given  too  juft  an  occafion  for  it ; 
that  no  people  had  been  fo  infulted  as  the  people  of  England 
had  lately  been,  by  the  infolencies  of  the  prelates ;  “  their 
“  vengeance  has  been  fo  laid,  as  if  it  were  meant  no  genera- 
“•  tion,  no  degree,  no  complexion  of  mankind,  fhould  efcape 
“  it.  Was  there  a  man  of  tender  confcience  (fays  his  lord- 
£t  fliip)  him  they  loaded  with  unneceflary  impofitions ;  was 
“  there  a  man  of  a  legal  confcience,  him  they  nettled  with 
u  innovations,  and  frefh  introductions  to  popery ;  was  there 
Wa  man  of  an  humble  fpirit,  him  they  trampled  to  dirt  in 

*  Rufh  worth,  p,  172. 
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^  their  pride;  was  there  a  man  of  proud  fpirit,-  him  they 
“  have  bcreb  of  reaion,  with  indignation  at  their  fuperlative 
^  infolence;  was  there  a  man  faithfully  attached  to  the  rio-hts 
“  of  the  crown,  how  has  he  been  galled  by  their  new  oath * 
“  was  there  a  man  thatdurft  mutter  againft  their  infolencies’ 
“  he  may  enquire  for  his  lugs.  They  have  been  within  the 
bilhops  vifitation  as  if  they  would  not  only  derive  their 
cc  brandifhment  of  the  fpiritual  fword  from  St.  Peter  but  of 
“  the  material  one  too;  and  the  right  to  cut  off  ears ;  for  my 
u  part  I  am  fo  inflamed  with  thefe  things,  that  I  am  ready  to 
crj ,  with  the  loudeff  of  the  fifteen  thoufand,  Down  with 
“  them  to  the  ground.  * 

“  ®ut  Mr.  Speaker ,  we  muff  dived  ourfelves  of  paffion; 
we  all  agree  a  reformation  of  church  government  is  necef- 
“  &ry;  but  before  I  can  ftrike  at*  the  root,  and  agree  to  a 
total  extirpation  of  epifcopacy,  it  muff  be  made  manifeft  to 
“  me,  (1.)  That  the  miichiefs  we  have  felt  arife  from  the 
“  nature  of  epifcopacy,  and  not  from  its  abufe.  (2.)  Such 
“  a  form  of  government  muff  be  fet  before  us  as  is  not  liable 
cc  t0  proportionable  inconveniencies.  (3.)  It  muff  appear 
“  that  the  Utopia  is  practicable.  Let  us  therefore  lay  afide 
“  tbe  thoughts  of  extirpating  bifhops,  and  reduce  them  to 
6C  their  primitive  ffandard  ;  let  us  retrench  their  diocefes ;  let 
“  them  govern  byaffemblies  of  their  clergy;  let  us  exclude 
“  them  from  intermeddling  in  fecular  affairs,  and  appoint  a 
{landing  committee  to  collect  all  the  grievances  of  the 
<c  church,  and  no  man’s  votes  {hall  be  given  with  more  zea! 

“  for  redreffmg  them  than  mine.” 

Surely  the  bifhops  muff  have  behaved  very  ill  in  the  late 
times,  that  their  very  beft  friends  could  load  them  with  fuch 
reproaches!  Sir  Benjamin  Rndyard  furveyor  of  the  court  of 
wards,  Sir  Plarbottle  Grimftone ,  with  a  great  many  others  of 
unqueftionahle  duty  and  loyalty  to  the  king,  fpoke  the  fame 
language,  and  it  deferves  to  be  remembered  (fays  lord  Cla¬ 
rendon*)  that  in  the  midff  of  thefe  complaints  the  king  was 
never  mentioned  but  with  great  honour ;  all  the  grievances 
being  laid  at  the  door  of  his  miniffers,  and  all  hopes  of  re¬ 
el  refs  being  placed  in  his  majeffy  alone.  At  the  clofe  of  the 
debate,  it  was  ordered  that  the  root  and  branch  peti- 

*  Clarendon,  vol.  i.  p.  203. 
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tion  fhould  remain  in  the  hands  of  the  clerk  of  the  houfe  of 
commons,  with  direction  that  no  copy  fhould  be  delivered  out ; 
but  after  the  throwing  out  of  the  bill  to  deprive  the  bifhops 
of  their  votes  in  parliament,  it  was  revived,  and  a  bill  brought 
in  by  Sh\.  Edward  Beering  [May  20,  1641]  for  the  utter 
extirpating  of  the  whole  order,  as  will  be  feen  hereafter. 

It  was  in  this  debate  that  fome  fmart  repartees  palfed  be¬ 
tween  the  members ;  Mr.  GrimJtone  argued  thus,  that  bifhops 
are  jure  divino .  is  a  queftion  ;  that  archbifhops  are  not  jure 
divino  is  out  of  queftion ;  now  that  bifhops  which  are  quef- 
tioned  whether  jure  divino ,  or  archbifliops  which  out  of 
queftion  are  not  jure  divino ,  fhould  fufpend  minifters  which 
are  jure  divino ,  I  leave  to  you  to  be  confidered.  lo  which 
Mr.  Selden  anfwered,  that  the  convocation  is  jure  divino  is  a 
queftion ;  that  parliaments  are  not  jure  divino  is  out  of  the 
queftion ;  that  religion  is  jure  divino  is  no  queltion ;  now 
that  the  convocation  which  is  queftionable  whether  jure 
divino ,  and  parliaments  which  out  of  the  queftion  are  not 
jure  divino )  ftiould  meddle  with  religion  which  qucftionleis  is 
jure  divino ,  I  leave  to  your  confideration.  In  both  which  I 
apprehend  there  is  more  of  a  i ingle  of  words  than  ftrength 
of  argument.* 

But  the  houfe  was  unanimous  for  a  reformation  of  the 
hierarchy,  which  was  all  that  the  body  of  puritans  as  yet 
wifhed  for  or  defired.  The  minifters  petition  was  therefore 
committed  to  a  committee  of  the  whole  houle,  and  on  March 
9,  they  came  to  this  refoliition,  cc  That  the  legiflative  and 

judicial  power  of  bifhops  in  the  houfe  of  peers,  is  a  great 
44  hindrance  to  difcharge  of  their  fpiritual  function,  prejudi- 
44  cial  to  the  commonwealth,  and  fit  to  be  taken  away  by  bill; 
44  and  that  a  bill  be  drawn  up  to  this  purpofe.”  March  1 1, 
it  was  refolved  further,  44  That  for  bifhops  or  any  other 
44  clergyman  to  be  in  the  commiflion  of  peace,  or  to  have 
44  any  judicial  power  in  the  Star-Chamber  or  in  any  civil 
46  court,  is  a  great  hindrance  to  their  fpiritual  function,  and 
44  fit  to  be  taken  away  by  bill.”  And  not  many  days  after 
it  was  refolved,  that  they  ftiould  not  be  privy  counfellors  or 
in  any  temporal  offices. 

*  Selderi*  s  argument  is  confidered  by  Bilhop  War  hurt  oily  as  a  thorough 
confutation  of  Grimfl one’s.  Ed. 
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W  hile  the  houfe  of  commons  were  thus*  preparing  to  clip 
the  wings  of  the  bifhops,  they  were  not  unmindful  of  the 
Koman  catholicks;  thefe  were  crimimals  of  an  higher  nature 
and  had  a  deep  fhare  in  the  prefent  calamities;"  their  num¬ 
bers  were  growing,  and  their  pride  and  infolence  infufferable- 
they  flocked  in  great  numbers  about  the  court,  afd  infulted 
the  very  courts  or  judicature;  the  queen  protected  them, 
and  the  king  and  archbilhop  countenanced  them  as  friends 
of  the  prerogative.  Andreas  ab  Harbernsfield ,  the  queen  of 
Bohemia’s  chaplain,  advifed  his  grace  of  a  popifli  confede-’ 
racy  againft  the  king  and  the  church  of  England;  but  when 
the  names  of  Montague,  fir  Kenehn  Digby,  Winter,  Winde- 
bank  and  Porter ,  all  papifts  and  officers  about  the  court,  were 
mentioned  as  parties,  the  whole  was  diferedited  and  ftifled. 

commons  petitioned  the  king  to  iffue 
om  a  proclamation  for  putting  the  laws  in  execution  againft 
papifts,  it  was  done  in  fo  defective  a  manner,  that  the  com,, 
mittee  reported  it  would  avail  nothing;  for  in  the  claufe 
which  enjoins  all  popifh  recufants  to  depart  the  city  within 
fit  teen  days,  it  is  added,  without  fpecial  licence  had  thereunto  ; 
io  that  if  they  could  obtain  a  licence  from  his  majefty,  or 
yiom  tuc  lords  or  the  council,  the  biflrop,  the  lieutenant,  or 
deputy  lieutenant  or  tiie  county,  then  they  were  not  within 
me  penaltj .  B  elides  the  eti farming  of  ail  popifli  recufants 
was  limited  to  recufants  convidl;  fo  that  if  they  were  not 
convidled ,  a  juflice  of  peace  could  not  difarm  them.  They 
ebiervea  fuitner,  that  many  recufants  had  letters  of  grace  to 
protect  their  perfons  and  eftates;  that  inftead  of  departing 
rrom  Lemon  there  was  a  greater  reiort  of  papifts  at  prefent 
tnan  heretofore;  and  that  their  infolence  and  threatning  lan¬ 
guage  was  infufferable  and  dangerous.  A  gentleman  having 
given  information  in  open  court  to  one  of  the  judges  of  the 
KingVbench,  that  in  one  parifh  in  the  city  of  W eflminfler 
there  were  above  fix  thoufand  recufants,  the  committee  ap¬ 
pointed  Mr.  Hey  wood  an  aftive  juflice  of  peace,  to  coil  eft 
and  bring  in  a  lilt  of  the  names  of  all  recufants  within  that 
city  and  liberties;  for  which  purpofe  all  the  inhabitants  were 
fummoned  to  appear  and  take  the  oaths  in  Weflminfter-halh 
1  ut  while  the  juflice  was  in  the  execution  of  his  office,  and 
J rolling  one  James  a  papift  to  take,  them,  the  wretch  drew 
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out  his  knife  and  (tabbed  the  juftice  m  the  open  court  tell- 
ina  him,  he  gave  him  that  for  perfecting  poor  catholicks . 
The  old  gentleman  funk  down  with  the  wound  but  by  the 
care  of  fureeons  was  recovered,  and  the  criminal  taken  into 
cuftodv.*  this  Mr.  Heywood  was  the  very  perfon  who,  being 
commanded  by  king  James  I.  to  fearch  the  cedars  und cr  t  ie 
parliament-houfe  at  the  time  of  the  gun-powder  plot,  took 
Guy  Vaux  with  his  dark  lanthorn  in  his  hand,  which  lanthorn 
is  preferred  among  the  archives  of  Oxford,  with  Mr.  Iley- 

wood's  name  upon  it  in  letters  of  gold. 

The  parliament,  alarmed  at  this  daring  attempt,  font  orders 

to  all  the  iuftices  of  peace  of  Weftminftei,  London,  am 
Middlefex,  requiring  them  to  command  the  churchwardens 
to  make  a  return  of  die  names  of  all  recufants  within  their 
parifhes,  in  order  to  their  being  proceeded  aganift  accoiding 
to  law;  a  few  days  after  the  like  orders  were  fent  to  the 
iuftices  in  the  remoter  counties.  I  he  houfes  petitioned  his 
majefty  to  difeharge  all  popifli  officers  in  garrifons  01  in  the 
army,  who  refufed  to  take  the  oaths  of  allegiance  and  fupie- 
macy,  and  to  fill  up  their  places  with  proteftants.  Match 
1 6,  they  petitioned  his  majefty  to  remove  all  papius  fiom 
court,  and  particularly  fir  Kenehn  Digby ,  fir  2  cby  Matthews , 
fir  John  Whiter ,  and  Mr.  Montague ,  and  that  the  whole 
body  of  Roman  catholicks  might  be  difarmed.  1  he  aniwer 
returned  was,  that  his  majefty  would  take  care  that  the  pa- 
pills  about  the  court  fhould  give  no  juft  caufe  of  fcandal ; 
and  as  for  difarming  them,  he  was  content  it  fhould  be  done 
according  to  law.  So  that  their  addrefles  had  no  other 
effeft  than  to  exafperate  the  papifts,  the  king  and  queen 
being  determined  to  protect  them  as  long  as  they  were  able. 


*  Dr.  Grey  is  difpleafed  with  Mr.  Neal  foy  not  informing  his  reader, 
how  the  king  a£ted  on  -this  occalion  ;  efpecialiy  as  he  fays,  according  to 
the  fir  ft  edition,  “  the  king  favours  them,3'  i.  e.  the  papifts.  ^  This  is  the 
marginal  contents  of  the  following  paragraph,  and  the  fa6t  is  there  fully 
eftablifhed.  With  refpeft  to  the  attempt  made  on  the  life  of  Mr.  Heywood , 
his  majefty,  it  fhould  be  acknowledged,  expreffed  a  proper  abhorrence  of 
it,  and  “  recommended  it  to  parliament,  to  take  courfe  for  a  fpeedy  and 
exemplary  punifhment”  of  it.  For  which  the  houfe  returned  their  hum-^ 
ble  thanks. '  But  this  inftance  of  royal  juftice  is  not  fufficient  to  wipe  off 
the  charge  of  general  and  great  partiality  towards  the  catholicks.  Rufh- 
worth’s  Collections,  part.  3,  VQfii.  p.  57.  Ed, 

There 
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,  *  bei*r  was  at  ^is  time  one  Goodman  a  feminary  prieft  un. 
uer  condemnation  in  Newgate,  whom  the  king,  inftead  of 
leaving  to  the  fentence  of  the  law,  reprieved  in  the  face  of 
his  parliament;  whereupon  both  houfes  [Jan.  20,  164.0I 
agreed  upon  the  following  remonftrance:  J 

<£  “  That  confidering  the  prefent  jundhire,  they  conceived 
nic  lti  .ft  execution  of  the  laws  againft  recufants  more  ne- 
cellary  than  formerly, 

„  i1*  “,Becaule  by  fivers  petitions  from  feveral  parts  of  the 
kingdom,  complaints  are  made  of  the  great  increafe  of 
*  P°Per7  and  fuperilition;  priefts  and  jefuits  fwarm  in  great 
abundance  in  this  kingdom,  and  appear  as  boldly  as  if 
“  there  were  no  laws  againft  them. 

2.  It  appears  to  the  houle,  that  of  late  years  many  priefts 
and  jefuits  condemned  for  high  treafon  have  been  dif- 
charged  out  of  prifon. 

o’.  That  at  this  time  the  pope  has  a  nuncio  or  ayent  in 
this  city;  and  papifts  go  as  publicity  to  mafs  at  Denmark 
“  lloufe>  and  at  St.  James’s  and  the  ambaffadors’  chapels  as 
“  others  do  to  their  parifli  churches.  ’ 

4.  I  hat  the  putting  the  laws  in  execution  againft  pa. 
“  P,fts>  IS  P°r  the  prefervation  and  advancement  of  the  true 
“  religion  eftabliflaed  in  this  kingdom;  for  the  fafety  of  their 
majeftits  perfons,  and  tne  fecuritv  of  the  u'overnment. 

5-  CL  it  is  found  tnat  Goodman  the  prieft  has  been  twice 
formerly  committed  and  difeharged;  that  his  relidence  now 
“  in  London  was  in  abfolute  contempt  of  his  majefty’s  pro¬ 
clamation;  that  he  was  formerly  a  mmifter  of  the  church 
“  of  England;  and  therefore  they  humbly  defire  he  maybe 
££  left  to  the  juftice  of  the  law.” 


ec 


ct 


To  this  remonftrance  the  king  replied, 

“  That  the  increafe  of  popery  and  fuperftition,  if  any  fuch 
“  thing  had  happened,  was  contrary  to  his  inclination;  but 
to  take  off  all  occafions  of  complaint  he  would  order  the 
*c  laws  to  -be  put  in  execution. 

L  nat  he  would  fet  north  a  proclamation  to  command 
“  jefuits  and  priefts  to  depart  the  kingdom  within  a  month; 
“  and  in  cafe  they  either  failed  or  returned,  they  fhould  be 
4<  proceeded  againft  according  to  law. 
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ce  as  touching  the  pope’s  nuncio  Rofetti ,  his  commiffion 
«  reached  only  to  keep  up  a  correfpondence  between  the 
«  aulcen  and  the  pope,  in  things  relative  to  the  exercife  of 
“  religion ;  that  this  correfpondence  came  within  the  com-  • 
“  pafs°of  the  full  liberty  of  confcience  fecured  her  by  the 
et  articles  of  marriage;  however,  fince  Rofetti'’ s  character 
c c  happened  to  be  ixulunderftood  and  gave  offence,  lie  bud 
«  perfuaded  the  queen  to  confent  to  his  being  recalled. 

“  Further,  his  majelfy  promifed  to  take  care  to  reflrain 
«  his  fubjects  from  going  to  mafs  at  Denmark-houfe,  St. 
«  James’s,  and  the  chapels  of  the  ambaffadors. 

«  Laflly,  touching  Goodman ,  he  was  content  to  remit  him 
«  to  the  pleafure  of  the  houfe;  but  he  puts  them  in  mind 
«  that  neither  queen  Elizabeth  nor  king  James,  ever  put  any 
«  to  death  merely  for  religion;  and  deiired  them  to  confider 
«  the  inconveniencies  that  fuch  a  conduft  might  draw  upon 
“  his  fubje&s  and  other  proteflants  in  foreign  counties.” 

How  ftrange  this  affertion !  Let  the  reader  recollect  the 
many  executions  of  papifts  for  denying  the  fupremacy;  the 
burning  the  Dutch  anabaptifts ,  for  whom  Mr.  Fox  the  mar-, 
tyrologift  interceded  in  vain;  and  the  hanging  of  Bar  row. 
Greenwood,  Penry,  &c.  in  the  reign  of  queen  Elizabeth-,  let 
him  alfo  remember  the  burning  of  Bartholomew  Legat,  and 
Edward  Wightman,  for  the  Arian  herefy  by  king  James  I. 
(of  all  which,  and  fome  others,  the  commons  in  their  reply 
put  his  majelfy  in  mind;)  and  then  judge  of  the  truth  of 
this  part  of  his  declaration.  Nor  did  the  jefuits  regard  the 
other  parts  of  it,  for  they  knew  they  had  a  friend  in  the 
king’s  bofom  that  would  protect  them,  and  therefore,  inftead 
of  removing  out  of  the  land,  they  lay  concealed  within  the 
verue  of  the  court.  Even  Goodman  himfelf  was  not  exe- 

O 

cuted,*  though  the  king  promifed  to  leave  him  to  the  law, 

and 


*  Whitlocke  informs  us,  that  the  king  left  him  to  the  parliament:  “  and 
“  they,”  fays  bifhop  Warburton ,  “  would  not  order  his  execution.  The 
“  truth  of  the  matter  was  this ;  each  party  was  defirous  of  throwing  the 
odium  of  Goodman* s  execution  on  the  other ;  fo  between  both  the  man 
-  efcaped,”  On  this  ground,  his  lordfhip  exclaims,  “  how  prejudiced  is 
“  the  reprefentation  of  our  hiftorian  1”  In  reply  to  this  reflexion,  it  may 
be  afked,  did  it  not  {hey  the  king’s  partiality  and  reluctance  to  have  the 
Jaw  executed  againtl  Goodman ,  that  he  remitted  the  matter  to  the  houfe? 

Did 
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ana  though  he  hlmfelf  petitioned,  like  Jonah  the  nronher 

•  1°  e  '  nT0  °verboard  to  allay  the  tempeft  between  the 
fang  and  his  fubjefts.  Such  wL  his  majefty’s  SnS 

\V  P7t  t0  th£  apparent  hazard  of  the'  proteftanTre- 

_gion  an  the  peace  of  his  kingdoms,  and  to  the  facrificinv 
all  good  correfpondence  between  himfelf  and  his  parliament! 

Bid  not  the  inflating  the  fer.tence  of  the  Jaw  he  folely  with  hin-felf  .. 

b did "! 

*  ofU"  k!"g  ^3ve  confidered  his  condudl  towards  Goodman 
f,  an  amiable  aft  of  humanity;  nay,  as  proceeding  from  a  mind  mof>  fen 
Jioly  touched  with  the  “  gallantry”  as  it  is  calledfof  tHsZk  petition' 

^affairs  t0  ^  J'UlUce  °f  the  laW>  t0  his  "mjefty’i 

Dr.  Grey,  and  Nalfon’s  Colleftions,  vol.  i.  p.  746.  Ed. 
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C  H  A  P.  IX. 


From  the  Impeachment  of  the  Earl  of  Strafford,  to  the  Rcccf 
of  the  Parliament  upon  the  King’s  Progrefs  in  Scotland. 

!  jL,  f  — •  /.'v  V  f  1.  1  I  , 

IT  is  impoffible  to  account  for  tlie  prodigious  changes  of 
this  and  the  years  immediately  fucceeding,  without  ta¬ 
king  a  fhort  view  of  fome  civil  occurrences  that  paved  the 
way  for  them.  In  purfuance  of  the  defign  of  bringing  cor- - 
rupt  miniflers  to  jujlice ,  the  parliament  began  with  Thomas 
Wentworth  earl  of  Strafford,  an  able  ftatefman,  but  a  moll 
dangerous  enemy  of  the  laws  and  liberties  of  his  country, 
whom  they  impeached  of  high  treafon  November  1 1,  1640, 
and  brought  to  his  trial  the  2  2d  of  March  following.  1  he 
grand  article  of  his  impeachment*  was,  For  endeavouring 
to  fubvert  the  fundamental  laws  of  England  and  Ireland ,  and 
to  introduce  an  arbitrary  and  tyrannical  go-vei  nment .  This 
was  fubdivided  into  feveral  branches,  fupported  by  a  multi¬ 
plicity  of  faffs,  none  of  which  were  direffly  treafon  by  law, 
but  being  put  together  were  conftrued  to  be  fuch  by  accumu¬ 
lation.  The  earl’s  reply  to  the  faffs  confifted  partly  in  ex- 
cufes  and  evafions ;  with  an  humble  acknowledgment  that  in 
fome  things  he  had  been  miftaken ;  but  his  principal  defence 
refted  upon  a  point  of  law.  Whether  an  endeavour  to  fubvert 
the  fundamental  form  of  government ,  and  the  laws  of  the  land , 
was  high  treafon  at  common  law ,  or  by  any  Jlatute  in  force ? 
Mr.  Lane  the  counfel  for  the  prifoner  maintained,  (1.)  That 
all  treafons  were  to  be  reduced  to  the  particulars  fpecified  in 
the  25th  Edw.  IIL  cap.  2.  (2,)  That  nothing  elfe  was  or 

*  When  the  earl  of  Strafford  was  impeached,  the  king  came  into  the 
houfe  of  Lords,  and  delired  that  the  articles  againft  him  might  be  read; 
which  the  lord  keeper  ordered  to  be  done,  while  many  lords  cried  out  Pri¬ 
vilege!  privilege!  When  the  king  was  departed,  the  houfe  ordered  that 
no  eritry  fhould  be  made  of  the  king’s  demand  of  hearing  the  articles  read, 
or  of  the  keeper’s  compliance  with  it.  A  MSS.  memorandum  of  Dr. 
Birch  in  the  Britifh  Mufeunv,  and  quoted  in  Curiofities  of  Literature,  vol.iL 
p.  1 86.  Ed. 

could  * 
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coaid  be  treafon;  and  that  it  was  fo  enacted  by  the  ift  Henrv 

-caP-  I0-  (3.)  That  there  had  been  no  precedent  to 

the  contrary  fince  that  time.  And  (4.)  That  by  1  Man 

CiP\l2\  an,  endeavour  to  fubvert  the  fundamental  laws  of 
the  land  is  declared  to  be  no  more  than  felony. 

The  commons  felt  the  weight  of  thefe  arguments:  and 
not  being  willing  to  enter  into  debate  with  a  private  barrif- 
ter,  changed  their  impeachment  into  a  bill  of  attainder,  which 
they  had  a  right  to  do  by  virtue  of  a  claufe  in  the  2  cth 
Edm.  III.  cap.  2d  *  which  refers  the  decifion  of  what  is  trea- 
ion  m  all  douDtful  eafes  to  the  king  and  parliament.!  The 
attainder  palfed  the  commons  April  19,  yeas  204,  noes  eg; 
but  it  is  thought  would  have  been  loft  in  the  houfe  of  lords 
had  it  not  been  for  the  following  accident,  which  put  it  out 
of  the  power  or  the  earl’s  friends  to  fave  him. 

The  king,  being  weary  of  his  parliament  and  defirous  to 
protect  his  fervant,  confented  to  a  projeft  of  fome  perfons 
m  the  greateft  truft  about  the  court,  to  bring  the  army  that 
was  railed  agamft  the  Scots  up  to  London,  in  order  to  awe 

*  The  words  of  the  flatute  are, 

ec  And  became  that  many  other  like  cafes  of  treafon  may  happen  in  time 
to  come  which  a  man  cannot  think  or  declare  at  this  prefent  time,  it  is 
,c  forced,  ^thai t  n  any  other  cafe,  fuppofed  treafon,  which  is  not  above  fpe- 
„  C1  dotn  happen  before  any  juftice,  the  juftices  fhall  tarry  without  any 
going  to  judgment  of  the  treafon  till  the  caufe  be  {hewed  and  declared 

befT'e  the  king  and  his  parliament,  whether  it  ought  to  be  judged  treafon 
c  or  felony.  J  °  f 

,  t  The  bill  of  attainder  againft  the  earl  of  Strafford  being  formed  on 
tms  principle  and  autnonty,  there  was  a  great  propriety  in  the  following 
caufe  of  it :  viz.  «  That  no  judge  or  judges,  juftice  or  juftices  whatever, 
mall  ^adjudge  or  interpret  any  aft  or  thing  to  be  treafon,  nor  hear  or  de¬ 
termine  tu.rcion,  in  any  other  manner  than  he  or  they  fhould  or  ought  to 

7  haJe  aone  b"fore  the  Puffing  of  this  aft  ”  This  claufe  has  been  confi¬ 
ned  as  a  refledhon  on  the  bill  itfelf,  and  as  an  acknowledgment,  that  the  cafe 
was  too  hard  and  the  proceedings  too  irregular  to  be  drawn  into  a  prece¬ 
dent.  But  this  is  a  nrifconftru&ion  of  the  claufe,  which  did  not  intimate 
any  comcioufnefs  of  wiong  in  thole  who  palled  it ;  but  was  meant  to  pre-r 
ferve  to  parliament  thejight,  in  future,  which  is.exercifed  in  this  inftance 
of  determining  what  is  treafon  in  all  doubtful  cafes;  and  was  intended  to 
retrain  the  operation  of  the  bill  to  this  fmgie  cafe/  It  fnewed,  obferves 
Mrs.  Macaulay,  a  very  laudable  attention  to  the  prefervation  of  publick  IB 
Vrty  Macaulay’s  Kiftory,  vol.  ii.  3vo.  p.  444,  note  (f.)  and  Dr.  Harris’s 
Tife  of  Charles!,  p.  324-5.  Ep. 

*  the 
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the  two  houfes,  to  refcue  the  earl,  and  to  take  poffefilon  of 
the  city  of  London.  Lord  Clarendon  fays,§  the  laid  motion 
was  rejefted  with  abhorrence,  and  that  the  gentleman  who 
made  it  was  the  perfon  that  difcovered  the  whole  plot.  The 
confpirators  met  in  the  queen's  lodgings  at  Whitehall,  where 
a  petition  was  drawn  up  for  the  officers- of  the  army  to  fign, 
and  to  prefent  to  his  rpajefty;  with  a  tender  of  their  readi- 
nefs  to  wait  upon  him  in  defence  of  his  prerogative  againft 
the  turbulent  fpirits  of  the  houfe  of  commons;  the  draught 
was  ihewn  to  the  king,  and  figned  in  teftimony  of  his  ma- 
jelty’s  approbation  C.  R.  but  the  plot  being  difcovered  to 
the  earl  of  Bedford ,  to  the  lords  6 ay  and  Kimbolton^  and  to 
Mr.  Pym,  with  the  names  of  the  confpirators ;  all  of  them 
abfconded,  and  fome  fled  immediately  into  France. 

Mr.  Pym  opened  the  confpiracy  to  the  houfe  of  com¬ 
mons,  May  2,  i64i,||  and  acquainted  them,  that  among  other 
branches  of  the  plot,  one  was  to  feize  the  Tower,  to  put 
the  earl  of  Strafford  at  the  head  of  the  Irifh  army  of  papifts 
who  were  to  be  tranfported  into  England,  and  to  fecure  the 
important  town  of  Portimouth,  in  order  to  receive  luccours 
from  France ;  fir  William  Balfour ,  lieutenant  of  the  Tower, 
confefled  that  the  king  had  lent  him  exprefs  orders  to  re¬ 
ceive  a  hundred  men  into  that  garrifon  under  the  command 
of  captain  Billingsly,  to  favour  the  earl’s  efcape;  and  that 
the  earl  himfelf  offered  him  twenty  thoufand  pounds  in 
money,  and  to  advance  his  fon  in  marriage  to  one  of  the 
befl:  fortunes  in  the  kingdom.  Lord  Clarendon  has  ufed  all 
his  rhetorick  to  colour  over  this  confpiracy,  and  to  make  poi- 
terity  believe  it  was  little  more  than  the  idle  chat  of  fome 
officers  at  a  tavern;  but  they  who  will  compare  the  depo- 
fitions  in  Rufhworth ,  with  his  lordlhip’s  account  of  that  mat¬ 
ter,  (fays  bifltop  Burnet )  will  find,  that  there  is  a  great  deal 
more  in  the  one,  than  the  other  is  willing  to  believe.*  Mr. 
Eachard  confefies  that  the  plot  was  not  wholly  without  a 
foundation.  The  court  would  have  difowned  it,  but  their 
keeping  the  confpirators  in  their  places,  made  the  parlia¬ 
ment  believe  that  there  was  a  great  deal  more  in  it  than  was 

§  Clarendon,  vol.  i.  p.  248.  ||  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  369,  folio. 

*  May’s  Hill.  p.  97,  98,  99,  Rulhworth,  part  3,  vol.  i.  p.  291,. 

yet 
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yet  difcovered ;  they  therefore  fent  orders  immediately  to 
iecure  the  town  and  haven  of  Portfmouth,  and  to  difband 
the  Inm  army;  they  voted  that  all  papifts  fhould  be  removed 
from  about  the  court;  and  directed  letters  to  fir  Jacob  Afhley 

to  induce  the  army  to  a  dutiful  behaviour,  and  to  aflhre  them 
of  their  full  pay. 

The  confequences  of  this  plot  were  infinitely  prejudicial  to 
the  King  s  aftair s ;  the  court  loft  its  reputation;  the  reverence 
due  to  the  king  and  queen  was  leffened;  and  the  houfe  of 
commons  began  to  be  efteemed  the  only  barrier  of  the  peo¬ 
ple  s  liberties;  for  which  purpofe  they  entered  intoafolemn 
protejlation  to  hand  by  each  other  with  their  lives  and  for¬ 
tunes;  the  Scots  army  was  continued  for  their  fecuritv;  a  bill 
for  the  continuance  of  the  prefent  parliament  was  brought 
m  and  urged  with  great  advantage; *  and  laft  of  all,  by  the 
dncovery  of  this  plot,  the  fate  of  the  earl  of  Strafford  was 
determined;  great  numbers  of  people  crouded  in  a  tumul-' 
tuous  manner  to  W eftminfler,  crying  JuJlice!  jujlice!  and 
threading  violence  to  thofe  members  of  the  houfe  of  com- 
mons  who  had  voted  agamff  his  attainder.  In  this  fituation 
of.  affairs,  and  in  the  abfence  of  the  bench  of  bifhops,  fas 
being  a  cafe  of  blood)  the  bill  pafied  with  the  diflent  only 
of  eleven  peers.  rIhe  king  had  fome  fcruples  about  giving 
it  the  royal  affent,  becaufe,  though  he  was  convinced  the  earl 
had  been  guilty  of  high  crimes  and  mif demeanours^  he  did 
not  appiehend  that  an  endeavour  to  fubvert  the  fundamental 
form  of  government ,  and  to  introduce  an  arbitrary  power ,  was 
high  treafon ;  his  majefty  confulted  his  bifhops  and  judges , 
but  was  not  fatisfied  till  he  received  a  letter  from  the  earl 
himfelf,  befeeching  his  majefty  to  fign  the  bill,  in  order  to 
make  way  for  an  happy  agreement  between  him  and  his 
fubje&s.  Mr.  Whitlocke  infinuates,*  that  this  letter  was  but  a 
feint  of  the  earl’s;  for  when  fecretary  Carlton  acquainted 
him  with  what  the  king  had  done,  and  with  the  ?i lotive, 
which  was  his  own  confent ,  he  rofe  up  in  a  great  furprize, 
and  lifting  up  his  eyes  to  heaven,  faid.  Put  not  your  trujl  in 
princes ,  nor  in  the  Jons  of  men  > for  in  them  there  is  no  fa  hat  ion * 
Two  days  after  this  [May  i2,J  he  was  executed  upon 
1  ower-hill,  and  fubmitted  to  the  ax  with  a  Roman  bravery 

and 
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and  courage;  but  at  the  refforation  of  king  Charles  II.  his 
attainder  was  reverfed,  and  the  articles  of  accumulative  trea- 
Jon  declared  null,  becaufe  what  is  not  treafon  in  the  feveral 
parts  cannot  amount  to  treafon  in  the  whole.* 

This  was  the  unhappy  fate  of  Thomas  Wentworth ,  earl  of 
Strafford?  once  an  eminent  patriot  and  affertor  of  the  liber¬ 
ties  of  his  country,  but  after  he  was  called  to  court,  one  of 
the  molt  arbitrary  miniffers  that  this  nation  ever  produced. 
He  was  certainly  a  gentleman  of  diffinguifhed  abilities,  as 
appears  by  the  incomparable  defence  he  made  on  his  trial, 
which  gained  him  more  reputation  and  efleem  with  the  peq- 
pie,  than  all  the  latter  aftions  of  his  life  put  together;  but 
hill  he  was  a  publick  enemy  of  his  country,  and  had  as  great 
a  {hare  in  thofe  fatal  counfels  that  brought  on  the  civil  war 
as  any  man  then  living.  44  The  earl  (fays  Mr.  Eachard ) 
44  was  of  a  fevere  countenance,  infufferably  proud  and 
44  haughty,  having  a  fovereign  contempt  of  the  people, 
44  whom  he  never  ftudied  to  gratify  in  any  thing;  the  an- 
44  cient  nobility  looked  upon  his  hidden  rife,  and  univerfal 
44  influence  in  publick  affairs,  with  envy;  fo  that  he  had 
44  but  few  friends,  and  a  great  many  enemies.” 

Lord  Digby ,  in  his  famous  fpeech  againft  the  bill  of  at¬ 
tainder,  wherein  he  wafhes  his  hands  of  the  blood  of  the 
earl  of  Strafford ,  has  neverthelefs  thefe  expreffions:  44  I 
44  confidently  believe  him  the  mod  dangerous  miniffer,  and 
44  the  mod  infupportable  to  free  fubjefts,  that  can  be  cha- 
44  raftered.  I  believe  his  practices  in  themfelves  have  been 
44  as  high  and  tyrannical  as  any  fubjeft  ever  ventured  upon; 
44  and  the  malignity  of  them  are  greatly  aggravated  by  thofe 
44  abilities  of  his,  whereof  God  has  given'him  the  ufe,  but 
44  the  devil  the-  application.  In  a  word,  I  believe  him  ftili 
44  that  grand  apoffate  to  the  commonwealth ,  who  muff  not 
44  expect  to  be  pardoned  in  this  world,  till  he  be  difpatched 
44  to  the  other.” 

Lord  Falkland  fays,  44  That  he  committed  fo  many  mighty 
44  and  fo  manifeft  enormities  and  oppreffions  in  the  kingdom 
-  44  of  Ireland,  that  the  like  have  not  been  committed  by  any 
governor  in  any  government  fince  Verres  leit  Sicily;  and 
44  after  his  lordfhip  was  called  over  from  being  deputy  of 

*  Nalfon’s  Collections,  vol.  ii.  p.  203. 
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“  '-/S  “  bc  *}  ’■"“"“deputy  Of  England,  he  and  tile 
if  Sf'.  fell  count, Is  and  pmfued  fnch  courfes  as 
s  hard  to  lay,  whether  they  were  more  unwife,  more 
unjuii,  or  more  unfortunate.” 

Lord  Clarendon  fays,*  “  That  he  had  been  compelled,  for 
reafons  of  ftate,  to  exercife  many  a&  of  power,  and  had 
4£  to  his  own  appetite  and  paffion,  as  in  the 

«  Cafe  of  U]e  ^rd  chancellor  of  Ireland,  and  the  lord  Mount 
«  fo ;  "\the  °™er  of  whlch  was  fatis  pro  imperio,  but  the 
«  dtter’  ,the  mofJ  extravagant  piece  of  fovereignty  that  in  a 
time  cr  peace  had  been  executed  by  any  fubjeft.”  From 
whence  the  reader  may  conclude,  that  whatever  encomiums 
me  earl  might  dcferyc  as  a  gentleman  and  a  foldier,  yet  as  a 
Jtatefman  lie  deferveu  tne  fkte  he  underwent. 

.  V-"  ";;e.clU:on.  °ft tllls  gre«  perfonage  ftruck  terror  into  all 
me  king  s  late  mimfters  ;  feme  of  them  refigned  their  places 

and  otuers  retired  into  France;  among  the  latter  was  the’ 
loru  keeper  Finch  and  fecretary  Windebank.  Six  of  the 
judges  were  impeached  of  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors 
roi  interpreting  away  the  laws  of  their  country,  but  the  par¬ 
liament  had  too  much  bufmefs  upon  their  hands  to  attend 
meir  prolecution  at  prefent.  Thus  this  unhappy  prince  was 
dep nvea  of  mofe  counsellors  who  were  in  his  own  arbitrary 
ientiments,  and  lert  as  in  a  manner  to  himfelf,  and  the  dow- 
ernn  muuence  of  his  bigotted  queen  and  her  cabal  of  papifts- 
ior  the  new  mimfters  who  fucceeded,  were  fnch  in  whom 
the  King  would  place  no  confidence.  So  that  molt  men  ex¬ 
pected  that  thefe  vigorous  proceedings  would  induce  him  to 
put  a  fpeedy  end  to  the  feffion. 

‘ p-"  wmen  prevented  it,  was  the  want  of  money  to 
Lv  y  -  '  C.e  armies  in  the  north;  his  majefty  preffed  the 
houfes  to  aifpatch  this  aftair,  and  relieve  the  country  from 
the  burthen  of  contribution;  on  the  other  hand,  the  com- 
?nons  looked  upon  the  Scots  as  their  lecurity,  and  that  if 
c<eie  fent  home,  they  fhould  again- be  at  the  mercy  of 
S  pmiogative,  fupported  by  a  handing  army.  However, 
they  had  begun  to  borrow  money  of  the  city  of  London 
to  a  ai  us  tne  expence;  but  when  the  plot  to  diliolve  the  par- 
1  lament  broke  out,  the  citizens  declared  they  would  lend 


nothing 
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nothing  upon  parliamentary  fecurity,  becaufe  their  fitting 
was  fo  very  precarious.  This  gave  rife  to  a  motion  for  the 
continuance  of  the  prefent  parliament ,  till  they  Jhould  dijfolve 
themfelves,  which  was  prefently  turned  into  a  fhort  bill,  and 
palfed  both  houfes  with  very  little  oppofition,  as  the  only 
expedient  that  could  •  be  thought  of  to  fupport  the  publick 
credit:  it  enafts,  u  that  this  prefent  parliament  Jh all  not  be 
C6  adjourned ,  prorogued ,  or  dijfolved ,  without  their  own  coil* 
“  fent:”  and  was  figned  by  commiffion  with  the  bill  of  at¬ 
tainder  againft  the  earl  of  Strafford. 

All  men  Hood  amazed  at  the  king’s  weaknefs  on  this  oc- 
cafion;  for  by  this  hafty  and  unadvifed  meafure  he  concurred 
in  a  change  of  the  whole  conftitution,  giving  the  two  houfes 
a  co-ordinate  power  in  the  legiflature  with  himfelf,  for  as 
long  time  as  they  pleafed:  if  his  majefty  had  fixed  their  con¬ 
tinuance  to  a  limited  time,  it  might  have  fatisfied  the  people, 
and  faved  the  prerogative;  but  by  making  them  perpetual, 
he  parted  with  the  feeptre  out  of  his  own  hands,  and  put 
it  into  the  hands  of  his  parliament.  u  This  (fays  Mr. 
“  Eachard )  has  made  fome  writers  doubt,  whether  thofe 
tc  who  afterwards  took  up  arms  againft  the  king  could  be 
“  legally  termed  rebels?  For  by  paffmg  this  aft  his  ma- 
€C  jefty  made  the  two  houfes  fo  far  independent  upon  himfelf, 
“  that  they  immediately  acquired  an  uncommon  authority, 
“  and  a  fort  of  natural  right  to  infpeft  and  cenfure  his  ac- 
tions,  and  to  provide  for  the  fafety  of  the  kingdom.” 
While  the  commons  were  alarmed  with  the  difeovery  of 
the  plot,  and  the  flight  of  the  confpirators,  Mr.  Pym  moved 
that  both  houfes  might  join  in  fome  band  of  defence  for  the 
fecurity  of  their  liberties,  and  of  the  proteftant  religion; 
accordingly  the  following  proteftation  was  drawn  up,  and 
fubferibed  the  very  next  day  by  the  whole  houfe,  [May  3.] 

1  y* 

cc  I  A .  B.  do  in  the  prefence  of  Almighty  God  vow  and 
iC  proteft,  to  maintain  and  defend,  as  far  as  lawfully  I  may, 
cc  with  my  life,  power  and  eftate,  the  true  reformed  protef- 
cc  tant  religion,  expreffed  in  the  doftrine  of  the  church  of 
<c  England,  againft  all  popery  and  popifh  innovations  in  this 
u  realm,  contrary  to  the  faid  doftrine;  and  according  to  the 
duty  of  my  allegiance,  I  will  maintain  and  defend  his 
Vql.  II.  E  e  “  majefty’s 
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“  rnajefty  s  royal  perfon,  honour  and  eftate;  alfo  the  power 
<£  aiad  Pr,vilege  of  parliament,  the  lawful  rights  and  liberties 
of  the  fubject,  and  of  every  perfon  who  {hall  make  this 
proteftation  in  whatfoever  he  {hall  do,  in  the  lawful  pur- 

;uance  °f  fame-  And  to  my  power,  as  far  as  lawfully 
1  may,  I  will  oppofe,  and  by  all  good  ways  and  means, 

™ u  tV°rr  t0  brm^. t0  condign  punifhment  all  fuch  who 
lhall  by  force,  praftice,  counfel,  plot,  confpiracy,  or  other- 

“  wife,  do  any  thing  to  the  contrary  in  this  proteftation 
contained.  And  further,  that  I  (hall  in  all  juft  and  ho- 
“  nourab,e  ways  endeavour  to  preferve  the  union  and  peace 

“  bet,wef  the  three  kin§doms  of  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland;  and  neither  for  hope,  fear,  or  any  other  reftied! 
“  relinquifti  this  promife,  vow  and  proteftation.”*  ’ 
May  4?  this  proteftation  was  made  by  all  the  peers  prefent 
in  pailiament,  except  the  earl  of  Southampton  and  Lord 
Roberts-, f  even  by  the  bilhops  themfelves,  though  (as  Lord 
Clarendon  obferves)§  it  comes  little  (hort  of  the  Scots  cove¬ 
nant.  Their  lordfhips,  indeed,  would  have  interpreted  thofe 
words.  The  true  reformed  protejlant  religion ,  exprejfed  in  the 
DOCTRINE  OF  1  H£  CHURCH  OF  ENGLAND,  tO  h'AVe  lliclu- 
ded  the  government  or  hierarchy  of  the  church;  but  it  was 
refolved  and  declared  by  the  houfe,f  that  by  thofe  words 
v.  as  and  is  meant,  only  the  publick  doctrine  profejfed  in  the 
faid  chunk,  fo  far  as  it  is  oppofite  to  popery  and  popifh  innova¬ 
tions-,  and  that  the  faid  words  are  not  to  extend  to  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  any  form  of  worfhip,  difeipline  or  government,  nor  of 
rites  and  ceremonies Vv  itlun  two  days  the  proteftation 
was  taken  by  eighty  temporal  lords,  feventeen  bifhops,  nine 
judges,  and  four  hundred  and  thirty-eight  of  the  houfe  of 

*  Clarendon,  vol.  i  p.  251,  &c. 

f  “  Alledging,  that  there  was  no  law  that  enjoined  it:  and  that  the 
t(  consequence  of  fuch  voluntary  engagements  might  prodnee  effects,  that 
*(  were  not  intended. ”  Lord  Clarendon  as  quoted  by  Dr.  Grey .  Ed. 

§  Vol.  i.  p.  253. 

I  Mr.  Neal,  according  to  Lord  Carendon ,  has  mifreprelented  this  mat¬ 
ter,  For,  he  (ays,  that  this  explanation  was  procured  in  the  houfe  of  com¬ 
mons,  without  ever  advifing  w  ith  the  houfe  of  peers.  The  peers  had  ore- 
vioully  taken  the  proteftation.  Hift.  of  the  Rebellion,  vol.  ii.  p.  252. 
Mr.  Neal  is  properly  corrected  here  by  Dr.  Grey .  Ed. 

*  Rufhworth,  part  3.  vol.  i* 
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commons.  Next  day  it  was  printed,  and  fent  to  the  tariffs 
and  iuftices  of  peace  in  the  feveral  counties  of  England,  to 
be  taken  by  theP whole  nation,  with  the  following  directions. 

,  u  xhat  it  be  taken  in  the  afternoon  or  iome  Lord  s 
«  dav  after  fermon,  before  the  congregation  be  dirtmiffed, 
«  by  all  mafters  of  families,  their  fons  that  are  of  a  proper 
a  aae  and  men  fervants,  in  the  manner  following,  tirjl, 
“  That  notice  be  given  to  the  minifter  by  the  church- 

“  wardens  of  the  intention. - Secondly ,  That  the  minifter 

“  acquaint  the  people  in  his  fermon  of  the  nature  of  t  e 

«  protejlation. - Thirdly,  That  the  minifter  firft  take  it 

“  himfelf  reading  it  diftinftly  with  an  audible  voice,  that 
«  all  prefent  may  hear  it;  then  the  affembly  lhaU  take  the 
“  writing  in  their  hands,  faying  with  a  diftinft  and  audible 
“  voice,°/  A.  B.  do  in  the  prefence  of  Almighty  God  vow  and 
«  troiefi  the  fame,  which  the  leading  perfon  that  reads  it  did , 

,  «  naming  the  perfon. - Fourthly ,  The  names  of  all  that  take 

“  it  {hall  be  fubfcribed  in  a  regifter;  and  the  names  of  thole 

“  that  refufe  {hall  be  entered.” 

The  cities  of  London  and  Weftminfter  obrterved  thele  di¬ 
rections,  but  the  remoter  counties  were  complained  of  for 
neglect upon  which  the  houfe  of  commons  palled  a  bill  to 
obhge  all  perfons  to  take  it  throughout  the  kingdom;  which 
was  loft  in  the  houfe  of  lords,  the  whole  bench  of  bifhops 
oppofing  it ;  whereupon  the  commons  came  to  this  relolu- 
tion,  that  whofoever  would  .not  take  the  protejlation  was  unft 
to  hear  (flees  in  the  church  or  commonwealth. 

This  was  carrying  matters  to  a  very  extraordinary  length; 
there  had  been  a  parliamentary  aftociation  in  die  reign  of 
queen  Elizabeth,  which  her  majefty  confirmed,  and  a  folemn 
league  and  covenant  in  Scotland,  which  the  king  had  com¬ 
plied  with;  but  the  enforcing  a  protejlation  or  vow  upon  his 
majefty’s  /objects  without  his  confent,  was  affuming  a  power, 
which  even  this  dangerous  crifis  of  affairs,  and  the  uncom¬ 
mon  authority  with  which  this  parliament  was  inverted  by 
the  late  aft. of  continuance,  can  by  no  means  fupport  or  juftify. 
The  odium  of  putting  a  flop  to  the  protejlation  fell  upon  the 
bench  of  bifhops ,  who  were  already  finking  under  their  own 
weight;  and  his  majefty’s  not  interpofing  in  this  affair  at 
all,  was  afterwards  made  ufe  of  as  a  precedent  for  importing 
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folemn  league  and  covenant  upon  the  whole  kingdom  with 
out  his  concurrence.*  5 

The  puritans  had  alfo  objected  to  the  lordly  titles  and 
lgmties  of  the  bifhops;  but  their  votes  in  the  houfe  of 
peers  were  now  efteemed  a  very  great  grievance,  and  an  ef¬ 
fectual  bar  to  the  proceedings  of  parliament.  It  was  re¬ 
membered  that  they  had  been  always  averfe  to  reformation  • 
thar  they  had  voted  unanimoufly  againft  the  fupremacy  in 
kmg  Henry  the  VUIth’s  reign;  and  again!!  the  ad  of  uni - 
formity  m  queen  Elizabeth's.  It  was  now  obferved  that  they 
were  the  creatures  of  the  court ,  and  a  dead  weight  againft 
all  reformation  in  church  or  ftate;  twenty-fix  votes  being 
iuincient  at  any  time  to  turn  the  fcale  in  that  houfe,  whofe 
full  number  was  not  above  an  hundred;  it  was  therefore 
moved,  that  a  bill  might  be  brought  in  to  take  away  their 
ieats  in  parliament,  which  was  readily  agreed  to.  The  bill 
(fays  lord  Clarendon f)  was  drawn  up  with  great  deliberation 
and  was  entitled,  An  ad  for  refraining  bifops,  and  others  of 
the  clergy  in  holy  orders,  from  intermeddling  in  fecular  affairs. 
It  confuted  of  feveral  branches,  as,  that  no  bfop  fould  have 
a  vote  in  parliament,  nor  any  judicial  power  in  the  far-cham¬ 
ber,  nor  be  a  privy-counfellor,  nor  a  judge  in  any  temporal 
courts-,  nor  fould  any  clergyman  be  in  the  commifion  of  peace 
To  make  way  for  the  palling  of  this  bill,  it  was  alledged,  that 
it  this  were  granted  the  commons  would  be  fatisfied,  and  little 
or  nothing  further  attempted  to  the  prejudice  of  the  church. 
It  therefore  palled  the  houfe  of  commons  without  oppofi- 
tion,  and  was  lent  up  to  the  houfe  of  peers  May  1,  1641.  Mr. 
Fuller  fays,§  that  lord  Kimbolton  would  have  perfuaded  the 
bilhops  to  refign  their  votes  in  parliament,  adding,  that  then 
the  temporal  lords  would  be  obliged  in  honour  to  preferve 
their  jurifdiction  and  revenues.  The  earl  of  Effex  alfo  em¬ 
ployed  fome  body  to  treat  privately  with  the  bilhops  on  the 
fame  head;  but  they  rejected  all  overtures  of  accommoda¬ 
tion,  refolving  to  make  their  utmoft  efforts,  and  to  keep 
poffelfion  of  their  feats  till  a  fuperior  ftrength  Ihould  dif- 
poffefs  them ;  accordingly  the  bill  met  with  a  vigorous  op. 
pofition  in  the  upper  houfe,  and  after  a  fecond  reading  was 

*  Nalfon’s  Collett,  vol.  ii.  p.  414.  .{.  Vol.  I.  p.  234. 
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thrown  out,  without  fo  much  as  being  committed;  (a  coun¬ 
tenance  frequently  given  to  bills  they  never  intend  to  pafs) 
but  the  whole  bench  of  bifhops  voting  for  themfelves,  it  is 
no  wonder  it.  was  loft  by  a  confiderable  majority.  Mr.  Fuller 
fays,  it  would  have  been  thrown  out  if  the  bifhops  had  not 
voted  at  all;  for  though  the  temporal  lords  were  content  to 
exclude  them  from,  all  fecular  offices  and  employments  in 
the  flate,  they  were  in  no  difpofition  to  take  away  their  fuf- 
frages  in  the  houfe  of  peers. 

Many  learned  fpeeches  were  made  in  both  houfes  upon 
this  occafion ;  the  reafons  of  the  commons  for  paffing  the 
bill  were  thefe,  (i.)  Becaufe  their  attendance  on  fecular  af¬ 
fairs,  not  relating  to  the  church,  is  a  great  hindrance  to 
their  fpiritual  funftion.*  No  man  that  warreth  (faith  St. 
Paul  to  Timothy')  entangleth  himfelf  with  the  affairs  of  this 
life .  (2.)  Becaufe  it  is  contrary  to  their  ordination  vow; 

for  when  they  enter  into  holy  orders  they  promife  to  give 
themfelves  wholly  to  that  vocation.  (3.)  Becaufe  coun¬ 
cils  and  canons  in  feveral  ages  have  forbid  their  meddling  in 
fecular  affairs.  (4.)  Becaufe  the  twenty-four  bifhops  de¬ 
pend  on  the  two  archbifhops,  and  take  an  oath  of  canonical 
obedience  to  them.  (5.)  Becaufe  their  peerage  is  not  of 
the  fame  nature  with  the  temporal  lords,  being  but  for  life. 
(6.)  Becaufe  they  depend  on  the  crown  for  tranflation  to 
greater  bifhopricks.  (7.)  Becaufe  it  is  not  fit  that  twenty- 
fix  of  them  fliould  fit  as  judges  upon  complaints  brought 
againft  themfelves  and  their  order.  § 

Bifliop  Williams  publifhed  an  anfwer  to  thefe  reafons,  in- 
titled  the  abjlraely  to  which  there  prefently  came  out  a  reply. 

*  Rufhworth,  p.  281.  Nalfon’s  Colle&ions,  vol.  ii.  p.  260. 

§  On  thefe  reafons.  Dr.  Harris  obferves,  “  that,  whatever  might  have 
(C  been  thought  of  them  at  that  time,  we  are  to  fuppofe  that  they  have  long 
“  been  of  no  force.  The  zeal  for  the  conftitution  in  church  and  ftate,  the 
ft  abhorrence  of  all  minifterial  meafures  inconfiftent  therewith,  the  oppofi- 
fC  tion  to  every  thing  contrary  to  liberty  and  the  publick  good;  and  above 
g(  all,  the  felf-denial,  and  contempt  of  the  world,  humility,  and  con- 
x  €<  ftant  difcharge  of  epifcopal  duties,  required  in  the  New  Teftament:  I 
*€  fay  all  thefe  things  ihew  how  much  the  bilhops  fince  the  reformation  are 
altered,  and  how  much  thofe  are  miftaken  who  reprefent  them  as  a  dead 
Si  weight  in  the  houfe  of  lords,  and  an  ufelefs  expence  to  the  publick.” 

Life  of  Charles  I.  p.  330,  3s  1.  Ed* 
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I  lie  chief  fpeakers  on  behalf  of  the  bifhops,  in  the  houfe 
Pcei  were  fhe  lord  vifcount  Newark ,  afterwards  earl 
°  JWon>  ^  ^ illiams  lord  bifhop  of  Lincoln ,  afterwards 
archbilhop  of  the  marquis  of  Hereford ,  the  earls  of 

Southampton,  Bath ,  and  Brijlol.  But  inftead  of  tranfcri- 
bmg  their  fpeeches,  I  will  give  the  reader  a  fummary  of  their 
arguments 5  and  or  their  adverfaries  reply. 

Fhji,  It  was  argued,  that  bifhops  had  voted  in  parliament 
almojl  ever  fince  the  conquejl ,  according  to  Matthew  Paris, 
fu  Henry  Spelinan,  and  others .  To  which  it  was  replied, 
that  time  and  ufage  .  ought  to  be  of  no  weight  with  law- 
make  rs,  on  the  behalf  of  things  which  are  allowed  to  be  in¬ 
convenient:  Abbots  had  voted  as  antiently  in  parliament  as 
bifhops,  and  yet  their  votes  "were  taken  away. 

Secondly,  It  was  faid,  that  the  bifhops  voting  was  no  confder - 
able  hindrance  to  their  fpiritual  function ;  for  parliaments  were 
to  fit  but  once  in  three  years ,  and  then  but  for  a  month  or  two 
together ;  that  though  no  clergyman  fhould  entangle  himfelf 
with  the  affairs .  of  this  life,  the  apojtle  does  not  exclude  him 
front  intermeddling .  To  which  it  was  anfwered,  that  the 
epifcopal  function,  if  well  difeharged,  was  enough  for  all 
their  time  and  thoughts;  and  that  their  diocefes  were  large 
enough  to  employ  all  their  labours,  in  vifitation,  confirma¬ 
tion,  preaching,  &c.  The  defign  of  the  apoffle  Paul  was 
certainly  to  exhort  Timothy  to  withdraw  himfelf  as  much  as 
poflible  from  the  affairs  of  this  life,  that  his  thoughts  might 
be  more  entire  for  his  evangelical  work;  and  therefore,  in 
another  place,  he  exhorts  him  to  give  himfelf  wholly  to 
thefe  things . 

Thirdly ,  It  was  faid,  that  clergymen  had  always  been  in  the 
commiffion  of  the  peace ,  from  the  firfi  planting  of  chrifiianity, 
and  that  they  were  bef  qualified  for  it .  To  which  it  was  an¬ 
fwered,  that  they  were  moll  unfit  for  this  employment,  be- 
caufe  it  had  a  direft  tendency  to  hinder  their  ufefulnefs  in 
their  pulpits;  and  to  the  h&  it  was  replied,  that  the  firfi 
clergymen  that  were,  made  juftices  of  the  peace,  or  had 
power  in  temporal  jurifdiftion,  were  the  bifhops  of  Durham 
and  York,  34  Edw .  III.  I  hat  before  the  a £t  of  confer- 

*  Nalfon’s  Colle&ion,  vol,  ii,  p.251,  &c. 
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mitv  1  Edw.  VI.  the  clergy  were  not  put  in  commiffion  for 
the  peace-  and  that  the  reafon  of  their  being  then  admitted 
was,  that  they  might  perfuade  the  people  to  conformity; 
but  if  in  confcience  they  held  it  not  confident  with  their  fpi- 

ritual  calling,  they  might  refufe. 

It  was  further  faid,  that  the  taking  away  one  whole  bench 

out  of  the  houfe  of  peers  was  an  ill  precedent ,  _  and  might  en¬ 
courage  the  commons  one  time  or  other  to  cut  off  the  barons,  or 
fame  other  degree  of  the  nobility.  To  which  it  was  replied, 
that  the  peerage  of  the  billiops  did  not  (land  upon  the  fame 
foot  with  the  reft  of  the  nobility,  becaufe  their  honour  does 
not  defeend  to  their  pofterity,  and  becaufe  they  have  no 
-  right  to  vote  in  cafes  of  blood;  if  they  had  the  fame  right 
of  peerage  with  the  temporal  lords,  no  canon  of  the  church 
could  deprive  them  of  it;  for  it  was  never  known,  that  the 
canons  of  the  church  pretended  to  deprive  the  barons  of 
England  of  any  part  of  their  inherent  jurifdittion. 

ft  was  argued  further,  that  if  the  bench  of  bifjops  were 
deprived  of  their  votes ,  they  would  be  left  under  very  great 
df advantages ;  for  whereas  the  meaneft  commoner  is  represented 
in  the  lower  houfe ,  the  bifhops  will  be  thrown  out  of  this  com¬ 
mon  benefit ;  and  if  they  have  no  Jhare  in  confenting  to  the  laws , 
neither  in  their  perfons  nor  reprefentatives ,  what  juflice  can 
oblige  them  to  keep  thofe  laws?  do  which  it  was  replied,  that 
they  have  the  fame  (hare  in  the  legiflature  with  the  reft  of 
the  freeholders  of  England;  nor  is  there  any  more  reafon 
that  the  bifhops,  as  bifhops,  fhould  be  a  part  of  the  legifla¬ 
ture,  than  the  judges  or  the  lawyers,  as  fuch,  or  any  other 
incorporated  profeftion  of  learned  men. 

But  the  principal  argument  that  was  urged  in  favour  of 
bifhops  was,  that  they  were  one  of  the  three  fates  in  parlia¬ 
ment-,  that  as  fuch  they  were  the  reprefentatives  of  the  whole 
body  of  the  clergy,  and  therefore  to  turn  them  out  would  be  to 
alter  the  confitution ,  and  to  take  away  one  whole  branch  of  the 
legiflature:  The  parliament  would  not  then  be  the  complete 
reprefentative  body  of  the  nation,  nor  would  the  laws  which 
were  enabled  in  their  abfence  be  valid.  To  fupport  this 
affertion  it  was  faid,  (1.)  That  the  clergy  in  all  other  chrif- 
tian  kingdoms  of  thefe  northern  parts,  make  up  a  third  eflate , 
as  in  Germany,  France,  Spain,  Poland,  Denmark,  Scotland ; 
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and  therefore  why  not  in  England?  (-2.)  When  king  Henry 

V.  was  buried,  it  is  faid,  the  three  eftates  affembled,  and 
declared  his  fon  Henry  VI.  his  fucceffor.  The  petition  to 
Richard  duke  of  Glocefter,  to  accept  the  crown,  runs  in  the 
name  of  the  three  eftates 3  and  in  his  parliament  it  is  faid 
exprefsly,  that  at  the  requeft  of  the  three  eftates,  (i.  e.  the 
lords  fpu-itual  and  temporal,  and  commons  in  parliament 
aflembled)  he  was  declared  undoubted  king  of  thefe  realms- 
to  which  may  be  added,  the  ftatute  of  1  Eliz.  cap.  3,  where 
the  lords  lpiritual  and  temporal,  and  commons,  are  faid  to 
reprefent  the  three  eftates  of  this  realm. 

It  was  replied  to  this,  that  the  bilhops  did  not  fit  in  the 
houfe  as  a  third Jlate,  nor  as  bi/I: ops,  but  only  in  the  right  of 
their  baronies  annexed  to  their  bilhopricks,  5  Will.  I.  All 
the  bilhops  have  baronies  except  the  bifhop  of  Man,  who  is 
as  much  a  bifhop,  to  all  intents  and  purpofes  of  jurifdiftion 
and  orcunation,  as  the  others,  but  has  no  place  in  parliament, 
becaufe  he  does  not  hold  per  integram  baroniam .  It  muft  be 
admitted,  that  in  ancient  times  the  lords  fpiritual  are  fome- 
times  mentioned  as  a  third  Jlate  of  the  realm,  but  it  could 
not  be  intended  by  this,  that  the  clergy,  much  lefs  the 
bifhops,  were  an  eflential  part  of  the  legiflature;  for  if  f0, 
it  would  then  follow,  that  no  act  of  parliament  could  be  valid 
without  their  confent ;  whereas  divers  afts  are  now  in  force, 
from  which  the  whole  bench  of  bifhops  have  diflented,  as’ 
the  act  of  conformity,  1  Edw.  VI.  and  the  aft  of  fupremacv, 

1  Eliz.*  If  the  major  part  of  the  barons  agree,  -and  the 
houfe  of  commons  concur,  any  bill  may  pafs  into  an  aft  with 
the  confent  of  the  king,  though  all  the  bifhops  diffent,  be¬ 
caufe  their  votes  are  over-ruled  by  the  major  part  of  the 
peers.  In  the  parliament  of  Northampton  under  Henry  II. 
when  the  bifhops  challenged  their  peerage, |  they  faid,  Non 
fedemus  hie  epfeopi  fed  barones ,  We  fit  not  here  as  bifhops, 
but  as  barons;  We  are  barons,  and  you  are  barons  here,  there¬ 
fore  we  are  peers.  Nor  did  king  Charles  himfelf  apprehend 
the  bifhops  to  be  one  of  the  three  ftates,  for  in  his  declaration 
of  June  16,  1642,  he  calls  himfelf  one,  and  the  lords  fpiritual 
and  temporal,  and  commons,  the  other  two.  In  ancient 
times  the  prelates  were  fometimes  excluded  the  parliament, 

*  Nalfon’s  Collections*  vol.  ii.  p.  502,  &c.  f  Fuller’s  Appeal. 
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as  in  25  king  Edw.  I.  when  they  would  not  agree  to  grant  an 
aid  to  his  majefty  in  the  parliament  at  Carlifle;  and  before 
that  time  feveral  a&s  had  paffed  againft  the  oppreffions  of 
the  clergy,  in  which  the  entry  in  the  records  hands  thus,  the 
king  having  tonfulted  with  the  earls ,  barons ,  and  the  other  no - 
bles  \  or  by  the  aifent  of  the  earls ,  barons ,  and  other  lay  people ; 
which  fhews  the  bifliops  did  not  confent,  for  if  they  had, 
they  would  have  been  firft  named,  the  order  of  the  nobility 
in  all  ancient  records  being  prelates ,  earls ,  and  barons  * 
When  the  convocation  had  cited  Dr.  Standifh  before  them, 
for  fpeaking  words  againft  their  power  and  privilege,  in  the 
7th  Henry  VIII.  it  was  determined  by  all  the  judges  of  the 
land,  in  prefence  of  the  king,  that  his  majefty  might  hold  his 
parliament  without  calling  the  bifliops  at  all.  It  appears 
therefore  from  hence,  that  the  bifliops  never  were  accounted 
a  third  j 'ate  of  the  realm,  in  fuch  a  fenfe  as  to  make  them 
an  eflfential  branch  of  the  legiflature;  nor  are  they  the  repre¬ 
fentatives  of  the  clergy,  becaufe  then  the  clergy  would  be 
twice  reprefented,  for  as  many  of  them  as  are  freeholders 
are  reprefented  with  their  fellow-fubje&s  in  the  houfe  of 
commons;  and  as  clergymen  they  are  reprefented  in  convoca¬ 
tion,  the  writ  of  eleftion  to  convocation  being  to  fend  two 
clerks  ad  confentiendum ,  Befides,  none  can  properly  be 

called  reprefentatives  of  others,  but  fuch  as  are  chofen  by 
them;  the  bifliops  therefore, not  being  chofen  for  this  purpofe, 
cannot  properly  be  the  reprefentatives  of  the  clergy  in  par¬ 
liament  ;  they  lit  there  not  in  their  fpiritual  charafter,  but  by 
virtue  of  the  baronies  annexed  to  their  biftiopricks;  and  if 
the  king,  with  confent  of  parliament,  fliould  annex  baronies 
to  the  courts  of  juftice  in  Weftminfter-hall,  or  to  the  fupreme 
magiftracy  of  the  city  of  London,  the  judges  and  the  lord- 
mayor  for  the  time  being  would  have  the  fame  right  of 
peerage.  But  none  of  thefe  arguments  were  deemed  of  fuf- 
ficient  weight  with  the  lords  to  deprive  them  of  their  feats 
in  parliament. 

The  lofs  of  this  bill  with  the  refoiute  behaviour  of  the 
bifliops,  who  were  determined  to  part  with  nothing  they 
were  in  poffeffion  of,  inflamed  the  commons,  and  made  them 
conclude,  that  there  was  no  hopes  of  reformation  while  they 
were  a  branch  of  the  legiflature .  It  was  obierved  that  the 

*  Rulhworth,  part  3,  vol.  i.  p.  396.  bifliops 
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bifhops^  were  unufually  diligent  in  giving  their  attendance 
upon  the  houfe  at  this  time,  and  always  voted  with  the 
court.  Some  of  the  leading  members  therefore,  in  the 
warmth  of  their  refentments,  brought  in  a  bill  in  purfuance 
of  the  root  and  branch  petition,  which  had  been  laid  afide  for 
fome  time,  for  the  utter  extirpation  of  all  bijhops ,  deans,  and 
chapters,  archdeacons,  prebendaries,  chaunters,  with  all  chan¬ 
cellors,  officials,  and  officers  belonging  to  thenv,  and  for  the 
difpofing  of  their  lands,  manors,  &c.  as  the  parliament  Jhall 
appoint.  A  rafh  and  inconfiderate  attempt!  For  could  they 
expe£f  that  the  bilhips  fhould  abolifh  themfelves?  Or  that 
the  temporal  lords  fhou,  d  confent  to  the  utter  extirpating  an 
order  of  churchmen ,  when  they  would  not  fo  much  as  give 
up  one  branch  of  their  privilege?  The  bill  being  drawn  up 
by  Mr.  St.  John,  was  delivered  to  the  fpeaker  by  Sir  Edw. 
Deering,  with  a  lhort  fpeech,  in  which  he  took  notice  of  the 
moderation  of  the  houfe  in  the  late  bill,  hoping  that,  by 
pruning  and  taking  off  a  few  unnecelTary  branches  from  the 
bilhops,  the  tree  might  profper  the  better;  but  that  this  foft 
method  haying  proved  ineffe&ual,  by  reafon  of  their  incor¬ 
rigible  obftinacy,  it  was  now  neceffary  to  put  the  axe  to  the 
root  of  the  treefi  I  never  was  for  ruin  (fays  he)  as  long 
“  as  there  was  any  hopes  of  reforming;  and  I  now  profefs, 

“  that  if  thofe  hopes  revive  and  profper,  I  will  divide  my 
fenfe  upon  this  Dill,  and  yield  my  fhoulders  to  underprop 
“  the  primitive  lawful  and  juft  epifcopacy.”  He  concluded 
with  a  fentence  in  Ovid. 

Cunfta  prius  tentanda,  fed  immedicabile  vulnus 
Enfe  reddendum  eft,  ne  pars  ftncera  trahatur.  § 

The  reading  this  bill  was  very  much  oppofed,  becaufe  it 
was  brought  in  contrary  to  the  ufage  of  parliament,  without 

*  Nalfon’s  Colleftions,  vol.  ii.  p.  248,  29;,  300. 
f  Clarendon,  vol.  i.  p.  237.  Nalfon,  ut  ante,  p.  248. 

*  Lord  Clarendon  reprelents  Sir  Edivard  Deering  as  a  man  of  levity  and 
vanity,  eafily  flattered  bv  being  commended;  and  fays,  “  that  the  applica- 
“  tion  °f  the  above  lines  was  his  greatefl  motive  to  deliver  the  fpeech  which 
tc  they  clofe.  Dr.  Harris  (Life  of  Charles  I.  p.  327)  fays,  he  could  not  be 
<e  actuated  by  fo  mean  a  motive ;  and  that  he  was  a  man  of  fenfe,  virtue  and 
“  learning,  perhaps  not  inferior  to  his  lordlhip,  and  of  a  family  vaftly 
“  fuperior.”  Ed. 

firft 


f 


CHAF.  IX.  OF  THE  PURITANS.  427 

firft  alking  leave;  however,  it  was  once  read,  and  then  ad¬ 
journed  for  almoft  two  months ;  a  little  before  the  king  went 
to  Scotland  it  was  carried  by  a  majority  of  thirty-one  voices 
to  read  it  a  fecond  time,  and  commit  it  to  a  committee  of  the 
whole  houfe,  of  which  Mr.  Hyde  (loid  Clai C7idoti~\  was  chair- 
man,  who  made  ufe  of  fo  much  art  and  indultry  to  embarrais 
the  dffair,  that  after  twenty  days  the  bill  was  dropt. 

Sir  Edward  Veering’s  fpeech  in  the  committee  will  give 
liaht  into  the  fentiments  of  the  puritans  of  thefe  times;* 
“°The  ambition  of  fome  prelates  (fays  he)  will  not  let  them 
“  fee  how  inconfiftent  two  contrary  functions  are  in  one  and 
“  the  fame  perfon,  and  therefore  there  is  left  neither  root  nor 
“  branch  of  that  fo  good  and  neceflary  a  bill  which  we  lately 
“  fent  up,  and  consequently  no  hope  of  fuch  a  reformation 
“  as  we  all  aim  at;  what  hopes  then  can  we  have,  that  this 
“  bill,  which  ftrikes  at  root  and  branch ,  both  of  their  feats 
“  of  juflice,  and  of  their  epifcopal  chairs  in  the  church,  will 
“  pafs  as  it  is,  and  without  a  tender  of  fome  other  government 
“  in  lieu  of  this,  fince  the  voices  are  hill  the  fame  which 

“  threw  out  your  former  bill* - ”  Sir  Edward  therefore 

propofed  another  form  of  government,  if  the  houfe  fhould 
think  fit  to  abolilh  the  prefent,  which  was  in  a  manner  the 
fame  with  archbifhop  UJher’s  hereafter  mentioned,  as, 
“yfry?,  That  every  fliire  fhould  be  a  diftinft  diocefe  or  church. 
“  Secondly ,  That  in  every  fhire  or  church  twelve  or  more 
“  able  divines  fhould  be  appointed,  in  the  nature  of  an  old 
“  primitive  conflant  prefbytery.  Thirdly ,  That  over  every 
“  prefbytery  there  fhould  be  a  prefident,  let  him  be  called 
“  bifhop,  or  overfeer ,  or  moderator ,  or  fuperintendant ,  or  by 
“  what  other  name  you  pleafe,  provided  there  be  one  in 
“  every  fhire,  for  the  government  and  direftion  of  the  pref- 
“  bytery,  in  the  nature  of  the  fpeaker  of  the  houfe  of  com- 
“  mons,  or  chairman  of  a  committee.”  Accordingly  it  was 
refolved,  July  10,  “  That  ecclefiajlical  power  for  the  govern- 
“  ment,  of  the  church  be  exercifed  by  coinmifioners.”  July  31, 
refolved,  “  That  the  members  for  every  county  bring  in  the 
“  names  of  nine  perfons  to  be  ecclefiajlical  commijfioners ,  on 
“  whom  the  povser  of  church  government  fhall  be  devolved; 
but  that  no  clergyman  be  of  the  commijfion .”  This  was  de- 
*  Nalfon’s  Collection,  vol.  ii.  p.  295,  &c« 
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figncd  as  a  temporary  provifion,  and  ftiews  that  the  puritans  of 
thde  times  did  not  intend  the  prefbyterian  government,  but 
only  a  reduction  of  epifcopacy  to  what  they  apprehended  a 
more  primitive  ftandard;  and  if  the  bifhops  would  have  relin 
qti lilted  feme  part  of  their  jurifdiffion,  the  mifchiefs  that 
befel  them  afterwards  might  have  been  prevented;  however 
for  the  prefent,  the  profecution  of  it  was  laid  afide.  ~  ’ 

But  the  houfe  went  more  readily  into  the  debate  for  abo- 
hjiwig  deans  and  chapters ,  and  applying  their  revenues  to 
Ixtui  purpofes.*  This  alarmed  the  cathedral  men,  and  put 
t  cm  upon  con ful ting  how  to  ward  off  the  danger  that 
threatened  them;  for  this  purpofe  one  divine  was  deputed 
from  every  cathedral  in  England  to  folicit  their  friends  in 
the  houfes  on  behalf  of  their  feveral  foundations;  and  it  muff 
be  owned,  they  did  all  that  men  could  do,  leaving  no  {tone 
unturned  that  might  be  for  their  advantage.  Addreffes 
were  prefented  from  both  univerfities  in  their  favour:-!-  The 
addrefs  from  Oxford  prays  cc  for  the  continuance  of  the 
<c  prefent  form  of  church  government,  as  the  mofl  ancient 
cc  and  apoftolical;  and  for  the  continuance  of  cathedral 
<c  churches,  with  their  lands  and  revenues,  as  dedicated  to 
<c  the  fervice  of  God,  foon  after  the  firft  plantation  of  chrif- 
tiamty  here;  as  foundations  thought  fit  to  be  preferved, 
when  the  nurfenes  of  fuperftition  were  demolifhed  at  the 
“  reformation;  as  confirmed  by  the  laws  of  the  land;  as 
nurferies  of  ftudents  and  learned  men  in  divinity;  as  the 
“  upholders  of  divers  fchools,  hofpitals,  highways,  bridges, 
“  and  other  pious  works;  as  beneficial  to  thofe  cities  where 
“  they  are  fituate,  by  hofpitality,  by  relief  of  the  poor,  and 
cc  by  occafioning  the  refort  of  many  ftrangers,  to  the  benefit 
cc  of  the  tradefmen  and  inhabitants  of  the  places  where  they 
<c  are  built;  as  the  chief  fupport  of  many  thoufand  families 
cc  of  the  laity,  who  enjoy  eftates  from  them  in  a  free  way; 
cc  and  as  yielding  an  ample  revenue  to  the  crown,  and  a 
£c  maintenance  to  many  learned  profeffors  in  the  univerfity/’ 
The  addrefs  from  the  univerfity  of  Cambridge  was  to  the 
fame  purpofe,  and  therefore  prays,  cc  That  the  religious 
bounty  of  their  anceffors,  for  the  advancement  of  learning, 


*  Fuller’s  Church  Hiftory,  b.  xi.  p.  176. 
t  Naifon’s  Coll.  vol.  ii.  p.  305-6. 
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and  of  learned  men,  may  be  preferved  from  ruin  and  alie- 
nation;  but  wirhal,  to  take  order,  that  they  may  be 
“  reduced  to  the  due  observation  of  their  ftatutes,  and  that 
all  innovations  and  abufes  may  be  reformed.”  The  de¬ 
puties  from  the  feveral  cathedrals  drew  up  a  petition  to 
the  lords  and  commons  to  be  heard  by  their  council ;  but 
being  informed  that  the  houfe  would  not  allow  them  that 
benefit,  and  that  if  they  had  any  thing  to  offer  they  muff 
appear  and  plead  their  own  caufe;  they  made  choice  of  Dr. 
John  Hackett ,  prebendary  of  St.  Pau  's,  and  archdeacon  of 
Bedford,  as  their  advocate,  who  being  admitted  to  the  bar 
of  the  houfe,  May  12,  after  the  petitions  from  the  two  uai- 
verfities  had  been  read,  made  a  laboured  fpeech  in  their  be¬ 
half,  infilling  chiefly  on  the  topicks  of  the  Oxford  addrefs. 

He  recommended  cathedrals,  as  fit  to  fupplj  the  defeats  of 
private  prayer-,  the  publick  performance  whereof  Ihould  be 
in  fome  place  of  diftin&ion.*  And  whereas  the  exquifite- 
nefs  of  the  mufick  gave  offence  to  fome  ears,  as  hindering 
their  devotion,  he  requeued,  in  the  name  of  his  bretl  ren, 
that  it  might  be  moderated  to  edification,  and  reduced  to 
the  form  that  Athanafius  recommends,  Ut  legentibus  fint  quam 
cantantibus  fimiliores. 

He  alledged,  that  at  the  reformation  preaching  began  itt 
cathedrals-,  and  whereas  fome  have  faid,  that  le&ure  preachers 
were  an  upflart  corporation;  the  do£tor  obferved,  that  the  lo¬ 
cal  ftatutes  of  all  the  cathedrals  required  lectures  on  the  week 
days;  and  he  requefted,  in  the  name  of  his  brethren,  that  the 
godly  and  profitable  performance  of  preaching  might  be 
more  exafted . 

He  urged,  that  cathedrals  were  ferviceable  for  the  ad¬ 
vancement  of  learning,  and  training  up  perfons  for  the  defence 
of  the  church-,  and  that  the  taking  them  away  would  differve 
the  caufe  of  religion,  and  be  a  pleafure  to  their  adverfaries. 

He  added,  that  the  ancient  and  genuine  ufe  of  deans  and 
chapters  was  a  senatus  episcopi,  to  aftift  the  bifliop  in  his 
jurifdi&ion ;  and  whereas  fome  of  his  reverend  brethren  had 
complained,  that  bifhops  had  for  many  years  ufurped  the 
foie  government  to  themfelves  and  their  confiftories;  the 
continuing  of  chapters  rightly  ufed  would  bring  it  to  a  plu¬ 
rality  of  affiftants. 

*  Fuller,  b.  xi.  p.  177. 
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He  then  put  them  in  mind  of  the  antiquity  Qf  the 
fruclures,  and  the  number  of  perfons  maintained  by  them 
amounting  to  many  thoufands;  he  inftanced  in  their  tenants, 
who  by  their  leafes  enjoyed  fix  parts  in  feven  pure  gain,  and 
had  therefore  petitioned  for  their  landlords;  and  Ihewed 
that  the  cities  in  which  cathedrals  were  built,  were  inriched 
by  the  hofpitality  of  the  clergy,  and  the  refort  of  Grangers. 

He  enlarged  further,  upon  their  endowments ,  as  encourage, 
ments  to  indujlry  and  virtue ;  that  feveral  famous  proteftants 
of  foreign  parts  had  been  maintained  by  being  inftalled  per- 
bendaries,  as  Cafaubon,  Saravia,  Dr.  Peter  Du  Moulin, 
Vqffius,  and  others ;  that  the  crown  had  great  benefit  from 
thefe  foundations,  paying  greater  fums  into  the  Exchequer 
for  firft-fruits  and  tenths,  according  to  proportion,  than 
other  corporations. 

And  laftly,  he  put  them  in  mind,  that  thefe  JlruBures  and 
ejlates  were  cor, Jeer ated  to  divine  fervice,  and  barred  all  alie ■> 
nation  with  the  mofl  dreadful  imprecations. 

In  the  afternoon  Dr.  Cornelius  Burges  appeared  on  the 
other  fide  of  the  queftion,  and  made  a  long  fpeech  concerning 
the  unprofitablenefs  of  thofe  corporations;  he  complained 
of  the  debauchery  of  finging  men,  and  of  their  vicious  con- 
verfation;  he  fpoke  again!!  mufick  in  churches  as  ufelefs  and 
hurtful.  He  made  a  di!tin<£!  anfwer  to  the  particulars  of 
Dr.  Hacked s  fpeech;  and  in  conclufion  faid,  “  Though  he 
“  apprehended  it  neceifary  to  apply  thefe  foundations  to 
“  better  purpofes,  it  was  by  no  means  lawful  to  alienate 
“  them  from  publick  and  pious  ufes,  or  to  convert  them  to 
“  any  private  perfons’  profit.” 

The  further  debate  of  this  bill  was  adjourned  for  a  week, 
and  then  committed  to  a  committee  of  the  whole  houfe, 
when  the  two  following  remarkable  fpeeches  were  made 
again!!  thefe  foundadions.”* 

The  firft  by  Mr.  ferjeant  Thomas,  who  admits,  “  That 
“  there  were  deans  in  St.  Aujlin' s  time,  but  that  they  were 
*£  not  officers  of  the  church  ’till  forne  centuries  after.  St. 
tc  Aujlin  gives  this  account  of  their  original;  that  the  monks, 
tc  for  their  more  convenient  retirement  and  contemplation, 

“  appointed  officers,  whom  they  called  deans,  Eo  quod 

*  Rufhworth,  part.  3,  vol  i.  p.  285.  Nalfon’s  Coll.  vol.  ii.  p.  282. 
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6  denis  funt  prapofttr,  becaufe  every  dean  had  the  care  of 
:c  ten  monks,  and  was  to  provide  them  with  all  nea  ffaries 
;c  of  life,  that  their  devotions  might  not  be  interrupted  with 
c  worldly  cares.  In  the  following  ages  of  darknds  and 
c  fuperllition,  princes  and  others  beftowed  large  revenues 
:c  upon  thefe  monks,  from  the  opinion  they  had  oi  the 
•?  aulterity  and  fanftity  of  their  lives;  and  as  the  monks  \r  w 
:c  rich,  the  office  of  the  dean,  who  was  the  prapoftus  or 
Jleward ,  grew  more  considerable,  till  in  St.  Bernard's  time 
:t  it  was  ordained,  that  none  but  a  prefbyter  fhould  be. a 
*  dean:  Ne  fit  decanus  nifi  prefbyter.  At  the  reformation 
x  of  religion,  when  many  other  religious  foundations  were 
:c  broke  up,  thefe  were  preferved,  and  in  the  conlii  tut  ions 
x  of  king  Henry  VIII.  and  Edward  VI.  it  is  ordained,  that 
:c  all  deans  fhould  be  prefbyters,  men  of  gravity,  learning  and 
;c  prudence,  that  they  fhould  govern  the  cathedral  churches 
x  according  to  their  feveral  flatutes;  that  they  fhould  pre- 
ferve  difcipline,  and  fee  that  the  holy  rites  be  performed  in 
x  a  grave  and  decent  manner ;  that  they  be  affiflants  to  the 
x  bifhops  within  their  feveral  cathedrals,  as  the  archdeacons 
x  are  abroad,  for  which  reafon  they  fliould  not  be  abfent 
from  their  cathedrals  without  the  moil  urgent  neceffity, 
66  to  be  allowed  by  the  bifhop,  but  one  or  other  of  them  is 
cc  to  preach  in  their  cathedrals  every  Lord’s  day.”  The 
ferjeant  then  obferved,  how  unlike  our  prefent  deans  were 
to  their  predeceffors;  how  little  they  obferved  the  flatutes  of 
their  inflitution,  and  gave  it  as  his  opinion,  that  it  was  not 
reafonable  that  fuch  vafl  revenues  fliould  be  allowed  to 
perfons  who  were  of  fo  little  ufe  to  the  church  or  com¬ 
monwealth. 

Mr.  Pury ,  alderman  of  Glocefler,  purfued  the  fame  argu¬ 
ment  ;  he  produced  a  copy  of  the  flatutes  of  the  dean  and 
chapter  of  Glocefler,  with  their  original  grant  about  the 
time  of  the  reformation,  “  We  have  erefted  (fays  the  king) 
cathedrals  and  colleges  in  the  place  of  monafleries,  that 
€C  where  ignorance  and  fuperflition  reigned,  the  fincere  wor- 
4C  {hip  of  God  might  flourifh,  and  the  gofpel  of  Chrifl  Jefus  be 
“  purely  preached ;  and  further,  that  the  increafe  of  the  chrif- 
tian  faith  and  piety,  the  inflruftion  of  youth  in  good  learn- 
**  ing,  and  the  fuflentation  of  the  poor,  may  be  for  ever  kept,. 

“  maintained. 
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c*  maintained,  and  continued.”*  He  then  produced  the 
fiatutcs,  which  ordained,  44  That  the  faid  deans,  prebends 
46  and  canons,  fhall  always  refide  and  dwell  in  the  houfes  of 
cc  the  faid  cathedrals,  and  there  keep  a  family,  with  good 
<c  hofpitality  to  feed  the  poor,  and  to  diftribute  alms.  That 
cc  they  (hould  preach  the  word  in  feafon  and  out  of  feafon, 
“  efpecially  in  the  cathedral  church,  and  have  youth  profit* 
<c  ably  taught  there.  To  this  end  they  are  to  have  a  com- 

mon  table  in  the  common  hall  of  the  cathedral,  where  the 
44  canons,  fcholars,  chorifters,  and  under  officers,  are  to  eat 

44  together.  The  faid  dean  and  chapter  are  to  give  yearly 
cc  2ol.  to  the  poor,  befides  what  is  given  to  their  own  poor 

alms-men ,  and  20I.  more  to  the  repairing  bridges  and  high- 

45  ways  thereabouts.  For  the  performance  of  the  faid  ftatutes 
€C  and  premifes,  the  deans ,  prebendaries ,  canons ,  and  other 
44  mhufiers  of  the  cathedral ,  are  obliged  to  take  an  oath,  and 
C£  every  one  of  them  doth  fwear,  that  to  the  utmoft  of  his 
44  power,  he  will  obferve  them  inviolably.” 

The  alderman  obferves  from  hence,  44  That  not  one  of 
44  the  abovementioned  ftatutes  are,  or  have  been  kept,  or 
44  the  matters  in  any  of  them  contained,  performed  by  any 
44  of  the  deans  or  prebendaries  of  the  faid  cathedral  in  his 
44  memory.  That  they  come  once  a  year  to  receive  the  rents 
44  and  profits  of  the  lands,  but  do  not  diftribute  to  the  poor 
44  their  proportion;  nor  do  they  mend  the  highways  and 
44  bridges;  nor  do  they  keep  any  common  table;  and  inftead 
44  of  preaching  in  feafon  and  out  of  feafon ,  they  neither  prac- 
44  tife  it  themfelves,  nor  encourage  it  in  others.  .  Infinite  are 
44  the  preflures  that  many  cities  near  unto  deans  and  chapters 
44  have  endured  by  them,  and  their  procurement;  fo  far  have 
44  they  been  from  a  common  benefit.  Since  then  the  faid 
44  deans  and  chapters  are  but  truftees,  and  the  profits  of  the 
44  faid  lands  have  been  fo  ill  employed,  contrary  to  the  truft 
44  in  them  repofed,  the  alderman  was  of  opinion,  that  by  a 
44  legiflative  power  in  parliament  it  was  fit  to  take  them 
44  away,  and  to  put  them  into  the  hands  of  feoffees ,  to  be 
44  difpofed  of  to  fuch  pious  and  charitable  ufes  as  they 
44  were  firft  intended  for;  by  which  means  the  preaching 
44  of  the  gofpel  might  be  effectually  encouraged,  fmaller 


♦  Nalfon’s  Collections,  vol.  ii,  p.  zS 9, 
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“  livings  augmented,  and  the  neceffities  of  - the  poor  better 

“  fupplied.”  r 

Thefe  fpeeches  made  inch  an  impreffion  upon  the  houle, 

that  after  a.  long  debate  they  came  to  thefe  refolutions, 

«  That  a!!  deans,  deans  and  chapters,  archdeacons,  preben- 

cc  daries,  chaunters,  canons,  and  petty  canons,  and  then 

«  officers,  ihall  be  utterly  abolifhed  and  taken  away  out  or 

the  church;  and  that  all  the  lands  taken  by  this  bdl  from 

“  deans  and  chapters  Ihall  be  put  into  the  hands  of  ieouecs, 

cc  to  be  employed  for  the  fupport  of  a  fit  number  of  pieach- 

«  ing  minifters  for  the  fervice  of  every  church,  and  for  the 

6C  reparation  of  the  faid  churches,  provifion  be  ing  made, 

that  his  majefty  be  no  lofer  in  his  tents,  iuff-fiuits,  and 

other  duties;  and  that  a  competent  maintenance  (hall  be 

made  to  the  feveral  perfons  concerned,  if  they  appear  not 

«  delinquents  to  this  houfe.”  But  none  of  thefe  votes 

puffed  into  a  law;  nor  was  there  the  leaff  pio:pe£t  of  their 

being  confirmed  by  the  lords ,  as  long  as  thebilhops  weie  in 

that  houfe,  who  hood  together  like  a  wall  againft  every 

attempt  of  the  commons  for  alterations  in  the  chuich,  till, 

by  'an  unexpected  providence,  they  were  broken  in  pieces, / 

and  made  way  for  their  own  ruin. 

The  firmnefs  of  the  bifhops  againft  all  abatements  or  re¬ 
laxations  in  favour  of  the  puritans ,  exafperated  the  people, 
and  put  an  end  to  all  profpefts  of  agreement.  A  com¬ 
mittee  of  accommodation  had  been  appointed  by  the 
houfe  of  lords,  March  12,  to  confider  of  fuch  innovations  in 
religion  as  were  proper  to  be  taken  away,  which  by  the  piot  * 
of  the  court  to  bring  up  the  army,  and  the  lofs  of  the  late 
bills  for  reformation  of  the  hierarchy,  was  now  broken  up.* 

It  confifted  of  ten  earls,  ten  bifhops,  and  ten  barons.  “  1  his 
“  committee  (fays  archbifhop  Laud  in  his  diary)  will  meddle 
“  with  do&rine  as  well  as  ceremony,  and  will  call  fome  di- 
“  vines  to  them  to  confider  of  the  bufinefs,  as  appears  by 
a  letter  hereunto  annexed,  fent  by  the  lord  bifttop  of 
cc  Lincoln  to  fome  divines  to  attend  this  fervice.  Upon  the 
“  whole,  I  believe  this  committee  will  prove  the  national 
“  fynod  of  England,  to  the  great  difhonour  of  the  church,' 

*  Laud’s  Diarv,  p.  6\,  Hiftory  of  his  Troubles,  p.  174. 
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“  and  what  elfc  may  follow  upon  it  God  knows.”  At  their 
foil  meeting  they  appointed  a  fub-committee  of  bifhop,  and 

debat?- °thdfeflent  Pf{uafl01?s’  to  PrePare  matters  for ’their 

eb..te,  the  bifliop  of  Lincoln  was  chairman  of  both,  and 

as.  or  *:led  to  c;ip  together  the  fub-committee  with  all  con¬ 
venient  fpeed  ;  which  he  did,  by  a  letter  directed  to  each  of 
them  in  the  following  words: 


cc 


.  *  am  commanded  by  the  lords  of  the  committee  for 

innovations  tn  matters  of  religion ,  to  let  you  know,  that 

*d“C,r/afd  ,0rdfllIjr  have  affiSned  and  appointed  you  to 

ti  ‘  tcnd  them,  as  affiflants  m  that  committee;  and  to  let  you 
£,  .<now  in  Senerah  that  their  lordfliips  intend  to  examine  all 
•  innovations  in  doftnne  and  difcipline  introduced  into  the 
church,  without  law,  fince  the  reformation;  and  (if  their 
«  l0r;h11P\flla11  find  k  hehoveful  for  the  good  of  the  church 
££  d.nd  gb  t0  examine  after  that,  the  degrees  and  perfec- 
<c  tIon  of  the'  ^formation  itfelf,  which  I  am  directed  to  inti- 
££  mate  t0  y°u>. that  you  may  prepare  your  thoughts,  fludies, 
££  ag  meditations  accordingly,  expecting  their  lordfliips 

«  SeafgLfor,  the  Particular  points,  as  they  lliall  arife. 
Dated  March  1 2,  1640-1.” 


Their  names  were  thefe: 


I 


Dr.  Williams ,  bp.  of  Lincoln, 
Dr.  UJher,  abp.  of  Armagh, 
Dr.  Morton ,  bp.  of  Durham, 
Dr.  Hall ,  bifliop  of  Exeter, 
Dr.  Samuel  Ward , 

Dr.  John  Prideaux , 

Dr.  Sanderfon , 

Dr.  Featly , 

Dr.  Br  ozvnrigge , 


Dr.  Holdfworih , 
Dr.  Hacket , 

Dr.  Twiffe , 

Dr.  Burges , 

Mr.  White, 

Mr.  Marjhall , 
Mr.  Calamy , 

Mr.  Hill. 


Some  others  were  named,  but  thefe  were  all  who  appear- 
ed;  they  confulted  together  fix  feveral  days  in  the  Jerufalem 
Chamber  at  Weftminfter,  the  dean  entertaining  them  all  the 
while  at.  his  table.  1.  he  refult  of  their  conferences  was  drawn 
/  tip  for  the  debate  of  the  Committee,  in  certain  propofi- 
fitions  and  queries  under  the  following  heads: 


I.  Innovations 


CHAP*  IX* 


OF  THE  PURITANS. 


435 


I.  Innovations  in  Doctrine. 

1.  «  OuyERE)  Whether  in  the  20th  article  thefe  words 
«  are  notmferted,  the  church  has  authority  in  controverfies 

^  of  faith? 

2.  “  Several  falfe  doctrines  have  been  preached,  even  al! 
cc  the  doctrines  of  the  council  of  Trent,  abating  only  fuch 
“  points  of  ftate  popery  againft  the  king's  fupremacy ,  as 
“  were  made  treafon  by  the  ftatute;  for  example,  fome  have 
“  preached  juftification  by  works;  others,  that  works  of 
“  penance  are  fatisfaftory  before  God;  that  private  con- 

feffion  is  neceffary  to  falvation,  necejfitate  medii ;  that  ab« 

6C  folution  of  a  pried  is  more  than  declaratory;  that  the 
c 6  Lord’s  flipper  is  a  true  and  proper  facrifice.  Some  have 
“  defended  prayer  for  the  dead,  and  the  lawfulnefs  of  mo- 

naftic  vows;  fome  have  denied  the  morality  of  the  fab- 
“  bath;  fome  have  preached,  that  fubje&s  are  bound  to  pay 
“  taxes,  contrary  to  the  laws  of  the  realm;  fome  have  de- 

fended  the  whole  fubftance  of  arminianifm\  and  others  have 
“  given  juft  occafion  of  being  fufpefted  of  focinianifm. 

3.  “  Several  dangerous  and  reproveable  books  have  been 
“  printed,”  which  are  mentioned  in  the  copy  of  their  pro¬ 
ceedings,  now  before  me. 

II.  Innovations  in  Di  SCIPLINE. 

As,  i.  “  Turning  the  holy  table  into  an  altar. 

2.  a  Bowing  towards  it,  or  to  the  eaft  many  times,  with 
“  three  congees,  at  accefs  or  recefs  in  the  church. 

3.  66  Placing  candlefticks  on  altars  in  parochial  churches 
cc  in  the  day  time,  and  making  canopies  over  them,  with 
u  curtains,  in  imitation  of  the  vail  of  the  temple;  advancing 
46  crucifixes  and  images  upon  the  parafront  or  altar-cloth,  and 

compelling  all  communicants  to  come  up  before  the  rails. 

4.  “  Reading  the  litany  in  the  body  of  the  church,  and 
cc  fome  part  of  the  morning  prayer  at  the  altar,  when  there 
“  is  no  communion;  and  the  minifter’s  turning  his  face  to 

the  eaft  when  he  pronounces  the  creed,  or  reads  prayers.  * 

5.  Offering  bread  and  wine  by  the  hands  of  the  church- 
u  wardens,  or  others,  before  the  confecration  of  the  ele- 
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“  f  ent3‘  *_Iaving  a  credentia  or  fide-table  for  the  Lord’s 

“  l!S"'  rl  IntroducmS  an  °fflrtory  before  the  communion, 
ran  i  -  g‘Ving  a!ms  t0  the  Poor  afterwards. 

C£  ‘  rr  1  r°bibiting  minillqrs  to  expound  the  catechifm;  fup. 

«  Piling  lectures  on  the  week  day,  and  fermons  on  Sunday 

afternoon.  Prohibiting  a  direct  prayer  before  fermon; 
and  bidding  or  prayer. 

7.  “  Singing  te  deum  in  profe  in  parilh  churches.  Stand- 
<4  'ng  up  a*the  hymns;  of  the  church;  and  always  at  gloria 
uP%'l‘  x  G;irrying  children  from  baptifm  to  the  altar,  to 
<c  0  ,  the,m  t0  Cod;  and  prohibiting  the  building  galleries 

in  chinches,  where  the  parifhes  are  very  populous. 

tt  f‘  Introducing  Latin  fervice  in  the  communion  at  Ox- 

tord ;  and  into  morning  and  evening  prayer  in  Cambridge. 

1  etending  for  their  innovations  the  injunctions  and 

advertifements  of  queen  Elizabeth ,•  which  are  not  in  force. 

M  bnj  appertain  to  the  liturgy,  printed  in  the  2d  and  2d  of 

£(  whlch  the  parliament  hath  reformed  and  laid 

alide. 


Memorandum  for  reformation. 

t.  I  hat  m  all  cathedral  and  collegiate  churches  two 
“  fcrm°ns  be  preached  every  Sunday,  and  likewife  every 

holiday ,  and  one  leifture  at  leaf!  on  working  davs  everv 
“  week  in  the  year.  3  } 

2.  “  That  the  mufick  ufed  in  cathedral  and  collegiate 
“  churches  be  framed  With  lefs  curiofity;  and  that  no  hymns 
“  or  anthems  be  ufed  where  ditties  are  framed  by  private 

men,  but  inch  as  are  contained  111  the  holy  fcriptures,  or 
“  our  liturgy  or  prayers,  or  have  publick  allowance. 

3.  “  That  the  reading  deik  be  placed  in  the  church,  where 
“  divine  fervice  may  be  bell  heard  of  the  people.” 


III.  Confiderations  upon  the  book  of  common  prayer. 

1 .  “  Whether  the  names  of  fome  departed  faints  fliould 
“  not  be  lfruck  out  of  the  calendar? 

2.  “  Whether  the  rubrick  Ihould  not  be  mended,  where 
“  all  thofe  vdlments  are  commanded  which  were  ufed  in 
“  the  2d  year  of  Edward  VI? 


3.  “  Whether 
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•  3.  “  Whether  leffons  of  canonical  fcripture  fliould  not 
“  be  inferted  into  the  calendar  initead  of  apocrypha? 

4.  “  In  the  rubrick  for  the  Lord’s  fupper,  whether  it 
“  fliould  not  be  inferted,  that  fuch  as  intend  to  communi¬ 
ty  cate  fhall  fignify  their  names  to  the  curate  over  night,  or 

“  in  the  morning  before  prayers? 

c.  “  The  next  rubrick  to  be  explained,  how  far  a  minilter 
c'  in;iy  repulfe  a  fcandalous  and  notorious  linner  from  the 
“  communion? 

6.  “  Whether  it  be  not  fit  to  infert  a  rubrick,  touching 
“  kneeling  at  the  communion,  that  it  is  to  comply  in  all  hu- 
yy  mility  with  the  prayer  which  the  mimllcr  makes,  when 
“  he  delivers  the  elements? 

7.  “  Whether  there  fliould  not  be  a  rubrick  to  take  away 
“all  offence  from  the  crofs  in  baptifm  ?  Or,  whether  it  be 
“  more  expedient  that  it  be  wholly  difufed?  And,  whether 
“  this  reafon  fhall  be  publifhed,  that  in  ancient  liturgies  no 
“  crofs  was  figned  upon  the  party  but  where  oil  alio  was 
“  ufed,  and  therefore  oil  being  now  omitted,  lo  may  that 
“  which  was  concomitant  with  it,  the  fign  of  the  crofs? 

8.  “  Whether  the  catechifm  may  not  receive  a  little  more 
“  enlargement? 

9.  “  Whether  the  times  prohibited  for  marriage  are  quite 
“  to  be  taken  away?  Whether  thofe  words  in  the  office, 

“  with  my  body  1  thee  worjhip,  fliould  not  be  thus  altered, 

“  1  giVe  thee  power  over  my  body?  And,  whether  that  part  { 
“  of  the  rubrick,  which  obliges  the  new-married  perfons  to 
“  receive  the  communion  the  fame  day  of  their  marriage, 

“  minht  not  be  changed  for  the  next  Sunday,  when  the  com- 
C(  munion  is  celebrated? 

10.  66  Whether  in  the  abfolutiori  for  the  fide  it  were  net 
46  better  to  fay,  I  pronounce  thee  abfolved?  And  in  the  office 
cc  for  the  dead,  inftead  of  thofe  words,  in  Jure  and  certain 
“  hope  of  the  referredion  to  eternal  life ,  whether  it  were  not 

better  to  fay,  knowing  ajfuredly ,  that  the  dead  fhall  rife 
u  again” 

Some  other  amendments  of  fmaller  moment  were  pro- 
pofed,  but  thefe  were  the  chief.  No  mention  was  made  oi 
a  reformation  of  epifcopacy,  becaufe  their  chairman  the 
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bilhop  of  Lincoln  had  undertaken  that  province,  and  ac¬ 
cordingly  prefented  the  houfe  of  lords  with  a  reconciling- 
Icneme,  which  was  dropt  after  the  firfl  reading.  It  confifted 
of  ten  articles. 

«  A:f  V,  e,yfy  ,yeinS  within  his  diocefe,  and  not 

dilabled  by  ill  health,  fhall  preach  once  every  Lord’s  day 

«  ,or nPay  firve  P°unds  to  the  poor,  to  be  levied  by  the  next 
juitice  or  peace. 

2.  “  1  hat  no  hifliop  fhall  be  a  juflice  of  peace,  except 
_rtoe  dean  of  Weftminfter  in  Weftminfter  and  St.  Martin’s 
l  1  his  feems  to  be  a  provifo  for  himfelf.  j 

3.  “  That  every  bifliop  fliall  have  twelve  aftiftants  befides 
“  toe  dean  and  chapter;  four  to  be  cbofen  by  the  king,  four 

by  the  loids,  and  four  by  the  commons,  for  jurifdicfion 
“  and  ordination. 

4-  “  That  in  all  vacancies,  thefe  aftiftants,  with  the  dean 
“  and  chapter,  fhall  prefent  to  the  king,  three  of  the  ableft 
“  divines  in  the  diocefe,  who  fliall  choofe  one  to  be  bifliop. 

if*  d  hat  deans  and  prebendaries  fhall  not  be  11011-refi- 
“  dents  at  their  cathedrals  above  fixty  days. 

6.  “  That  fermons  fhall  be  preached  in  the  cathedrals 
“  twice  every  Lord’s,  day,  once  every  holiday,  and  a  lecture  - 

on  Wcdnefdays ,  with  a  falary  of  one  hundred  marks  ter 
“  annum.  1 

7*  That  all  aichbifhops,  bifhops,  and  collegiate  churches, 

“  &c*  fhall  be  obliged  to  give  a  fourth  part  of  their  fines, 

“  and  improved  rents,  to  buy  in  impropriations,  ’ 

8.  “  That  all  double  benefked  men  fliall  pay  the  value  of 
“  half  their  living  to  the  curate. 

9.  “  No  appeal  fhall  be  made  to  the  court  of  arches,  or 

“  court  of  audience.  5 

10.  “  It  is  propofed,  that  canons  and  ecclefiaflical  confli- 
“  tutions  fliall  be  drawn  up,  and  fuited  to  the  laws  of  the 

realm,  by  fixteen  learned  perfons,  fix  to  be  denominated 
“  by  the  king,  five  by  the  lords,  and  five  by  the  commons.  ” 

Archbifhop  XJfocr  offered  anotner  fcheme,  for  the  reduc- 
lion, of  epifcopacy  into  the  form  of  fynodical  government ,  re¬ 
ceived  in  the  ancient  church ,*  in  which  his  grace  fuppoles, 
that  of  the  many  elders  that  ruled  the  church  of  Ephefus, 
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there  was  one  ftated  prefident  whom  our  Saviour  calls  the 
angel;  and  whom  Ignatius,  in  one  of  his  epiftles,  calls  the 
bishop,  to  whom,  in  conjunction  with  the  elders  or  prefby- 
ters,  the  whole,  government  of  the  church,  both  as  to  doc¬ 
trine  and  difcipline,  was  committed.  He  therefore  propofes, 
that  thefe  be  continued;  and  for  a  regulation  of  their  jurif- 
diction,  that  Suffragans  fhould  be  appointed  to  hold  monthly 
Jjnods  ofprefbyters,  from  whom  there  fhould  be  an  appeal  to 
‘diocefan, provincial,, and  national  ones;  andmore  particularly, 

1.  “  That  the  reftor  of  every  parifh,  with  the  church- 
cl  wardens,  fhould  admonifh  and  reprove  fuch  as  livefcanda- 
«  loufly,  according  to  the  quality  of  their  offence;  and  if 
“  by  this  means  they  are  not  reclaimed,  to  prefent  them  to 
«  the  next  monthly  fynod,  and  in  the  mean  time  debar  them 
45  the  Lord’s  table. 

2.  “  Whereas  by  a  flatute  of  26  Henry  VIII.  fuffragans 
“  are  appointed  to  be  erected  in  twenty-fix  feveral  places 
«  of  this  kingdom,  the  number  of  them  may  be  conformed 
“  to  the  number  of  the  feveral  rural  deanries,  into  which 

“  every  diccefe  is  fubdivided;  which  being  done,  the  fuffra-  1 
“  gan  may  every  month  affemble  a  fynod  of  the  feveral  rec- 
«  tors  or  incumbent  pallors  within  the  precinct,  and  accord- 
«  ing  to  the  major  part  of  their  votes  conclude  all  matters 
ce  that  fhould  be  brought  into  debate  before  them. 

3.  “A  diocefan  fynod  might  be  held  once  or  twice  a 
cc  year,  wherein  all  the  fuffragans,  and  the  reft  of  the  rec- 
“  tors  and  incumbent  pallors,  or  a  certain  fclect  number  out 
“  of  every  deanry,  within  that  diocefe,  might  meet,  with 
“  whofe  confent  all  things  might  be  concluded  by  the  bifhop 
<c  or  fuperintendant ;  or  in  his  ahfence  by  one  of  his  fuffra - 
“  gans,  whom  he  fliould  appoint  as  moderator  in  his  room; 

“  and  here  the  tranfaclions  of  the  monthly  fynods  may  be 
64  revifed  and  reformed. 

4.  “  The  provincial  fynod  may  confifl  of  all  the  bifliops 
u  and  fuffragans,  and  fuch  of  the  clergy  as  fliould  be  defied 
<£  out  of  every  diocefe  within  the  province:  The  primate  of 
“  either  province  might  be  moderator,  or  in  his  room,  one 
“  of  the  bifliops  appointed  by  him.  This  fynod  might  be 
4‘  held  every  third  year,  and  if  the  parliament  be  fitting, 

“  both 


440 


the  history 


CHAP.  IX, 


„  1  h  thcPr™ates  and  provincial  fyriods  might  join  to*e 
lU > and  make-  up  one  national  fynod,  wherein  111  appeals 
„  from  1Jnfer)or  fyaods  might  be  received,  all  their  afts  ex 

«  diech  ’  Tld  aH  ecclfaJIcal  relating  to  the  date  of 
•  the  church  in  general  eftablifhed.” 

Several  other  propofals  were  made  to  the  houfe  of  com- 
mens  ly  tho k  puritans,  who  were  for  revifmg.and  altering 
„°  e,  l!I?s  In  the  church,  but  not  for  root  and  branch-* 
as,  that  his  majedy  fhould  be  moved  to  call  a  national  fynod 

maieft:  WUmber  °f  ^  °f  the  *«*  nations  JS& 

churches  7'*  “  imimation  to  all  reformed 

“  t0  fnd  [he'1;  deputies,  to  fettle  a  uniform  model  of 

government  for  the  church  of  England,  to  be  confirmed  by 

C?!i;r78  t0 ,0t\er  nati0nS  a  Chriftian liberty  in  thofe 
<  ciphne  which  are  moft  agreeable  to  their  civil 
government. 

«  0thers  Pr°P°ffd,  “  That  the  prefent  liturgy  might  be 
^  continued,  but  that  the  apocryphal  leffons  be  entirely 
«  om'cted;  that  all  Sentences  of  holy  feripture  be  according 
£{  T  16 . a  tranOation;  that  the  word  minijler  be  ufed  indead 

<c  ot  Prifi^  with  fome  other  amendments - That,  with 

<t  regard  Eo  eP  iff  opal  government,  bifhops  be  obliged  to 
“  PreachJn?  m  Aeir  metropolitan  or  parochial 

ft  c  lUr<-hes;-  -that  they  never  ordain  without  confent  of 

three  or  four  prelbyters  at  lead; - that  they  do  not 

luipend  by  their  foie  authority,'  but  with  confent  of  pref- 

byters,  and  that  for  weighty  caufes; - -that  none  may 

<c  7  excommunicated  but  by  the  bifhop  himfelf,  with  confent 
«  °i  1  r  Pa  °.r  ,n  whole  parifh  the  delinquent  dwells;  and 

um  °r  he,nous  and  very  fcandalous.  crimes  only. _ 

hat  the  fees  of  eccleliaflical  courts  be  regulated,  and  that 
bilhops,  chancellors,  and  their  officials,  may  be  fubjccl  to 
the  cenfure  of  provincial  fynods  and  convocations.” 

,  Bat  al*  theff  attempts  for  accommodation  were  blafled  by 
the  diffnefs  of  the  bifliops,  and  by  the  difeovery  of  the  plot 
to  bring  the  army  to  London  to  diffolve  the  parliament;  this 
put  the  nation  into  a  ferment,  and  widened  the  diffance  be¬ 
tween  the  king  and  the  two  houfes,  upon  which  the  com- 
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mittee  broke  up  about  the  middle  of  May  without  bringing 
any  thing  to  perfeftion.  Mr.  Fuller  has  observed  very  jultly. 
That  the  moderation  and  mutual  compliance  or  thele  di¬ 
ce  vjnes  xnight  have  faved  the  body  of  epilcopacy,  and  pre- 
«  vented  the  civil  war;  but  the  court  bijhops ‘  expected  no 
good  from  them,  fufpefting  the  doctrinal  puritans,  (as  t  ay 
a  nick-named  thofe  bifhops  and  epilcopal  divines)  joumd 
“  with  the  difeiplinary  puritans,  would  betray  the  church 
«  between  them.  Some  hot  fpirits  would  abate  nothing.  of 
epifcopal  power  or  profit,  but  maintained,  that  the  yielding 
C£  any  thing  was  granting  the  day  to  the  oppofite  party. 

It  is  the  obfervation  of  another  learned  writer,  upon  the 
committee’s  agreeing  to  have  the  plalms  in  the  liturgy  prin¬ 
ted  according  to  the  new  tranflation;  to  expunge  ail  apo¬ 
cryphal  leffons;  to  alter  certain  paffages  in  the  book  of 
common  prayer;  and  fome  other  tilings,  with  which  divus 
of  the  prefbyterians  faid  they  were  fatisfied,  “  That  if  the 
epifcopal  men  had  made  thefe  conceffions  when  they  were 
in  full  power,  they  had  prevented  the  mifehiefs  that  were 
coming  upon  them;  but  as  things  were  at  piefent,  neither 

cc  fide  appeared  very  well  fatisfied.”  " 

There  were  deep  refentments  in  the  breads  of  both  parties; 
the  bilhops  were  incenfed  at  the  bold  attacks  of  the  houfe  of 
commons  upon  their  peerage  and  fpiritual  jurifdiftion;  and  the 
puritans  had  a  cjuick  fenfe  of  their  former  fudeiings,  which 
made  them  refdefs  till  they  had  abridged  their  power.  It  is 
very  remarkable,  and  looks  like  an  appearance  of  divine  dif- 
pleafure  againd  the  fpirit  of  thefe  times ,  that  archbidiop  Ufjeds 
fcheme,  for  the  redudion  of  epifcopacy ,  which  at  this  time 
would  have  fatisfied  the  chief  body  of  the  puritans,  could  not 
be  obtained  from  the  king  and  the  bidiops;  that  afterwards, 
when  the  king  offered  this  very  fcheme  at  the  treaty  of  the 
Ifle  of  Wight,  the  parliament  and  puritan  divines  would  not 
accept  it,  for  fear  of  breaking  with  their  Scots  brethren. 
Again,  when  the  prefbyterian  miniders,  at  the  redoration 
of  king  Charles  II.  presented  it  to  his  majedy  as  a  model 
with  which  they  were  fatisfied,  and  which  would  comprehend 
in  a  manner  their  whole  body,  both  the  king  and  bidiops 
rejefled  it  with  contempt,  and  would  not  fuller  it  to  be 
debated. 

It 
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-I"'!**  impr0E“  in  th!s  P1^,  to  make  a  few  R- 
nwks  upon  this  part  of  Mr.  Rapin' s  accurate  and  iudidL 

to^Si^ntdfeb^d^f*  hisaccount  of  thefe  times,  feems 

ns  hE  f  5  7  rtnC  pUritam  t0  be  Prejbytenans ,  and 

Se  Zf  W  a  rnfpiraCy  agahlft  the  whole  fabrick  of 
the  church,  from  the  very  beginning  of  this  narliamom. 

whereas  the  Hate  of  the  controverfy  between  the  church  and 
the  puritans  was  now  changed:  In  the  reigns  of  queen  Eliz 
and  king  James  I.  the  puritans  were  for  the  moil  part  pref- 
bytenans,  though  even  then  there  were  many  epifcopahans 
among  them;  but  from  the  time  that  arminianifm  prevailed 
m  die  churcn  ana  the  whole  body  of  the  calvinifts  came  to  be 
difhnguifhed  by  the  name  of  doctrinal  puritans, ,  both  parties 
Itemed  to  unite  in  a  moderate  epifcopacy,  there  being  little  or 
no  mention  of  the  old  book  of  difcipline  for  twenty  years  be¬ 
fore  the  commencement  of  the  civil  war,  and  all  the  controverfy 
mining  upon  points  of  calvmifim-,  upon  a  reduction  of  the  exor - 
etna,  power  of  the  bifhops ;  or  upon  innovations  (as  they  were 
called)  and  ceremonies  There  were  few  either  among  the 
c  ugy  or  laity,  who  had  a  zeal  for  preihytery,  or  defined  any 
more  than  to  be  rid  of  their  oppreffions.  Mr.  Rapin,  howeve/ 
is  or  opinion,  ■  that  among  the  members  of  parliament  there  were 
real  prejbyterians,  who  thought ,  no  doubt ,  of  altering  the  whole 
government  oj  toe  church.  Thefie  are  reprefented  as  deep  poli¬ 
ticians  as  working  under  ground,  and  making  ufe  of  all  kinds 
Oj  artifices  to  accomplijh  their  defigns ,  which  they  took  care  not 
to  di  [cover.  He  owns,  indeed,  that  the  prefib yterians  were  not 
very  numerous  in  the  houfie ,  but  that  they  were  fit ported  by  a 
prerty  great  party  in  the  kingdom,  and  particularly  by  the  Scots’1 
vv  him  affertion  feems  to  me  to  require  ftronger  evidence 
than  ne  has  thought  lit  to  produce.  I  have  Ihcwn  from  lord 
Uarendon,  mat  both  houfes  of  parliament  at  their  firft  fittino- 
down,  were  almoft  to  a  man  for  the  conftitution  of  the 
cnurch;  that  tacy  aimed  at  no  more  than  a  redrefs  of  (Grie¬ 
vances;  and  that  there  were  not  above  two  or  three  in  bo'h 
homes  that  were  for  root  and  branch.  That  all  the  members 
received  the  communion  according  to  the  ufeae  of  the 
c.  urch  of  England,  at  their  irrft  fitting  down,  and  brought 
4  certificate  of  their  having  fo  done.  That  the  petition  of 
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the  puritan  minifters  was  not  for  fetting  up  prejbytery ,  but 
only  for  reforming  the  grievances  of  the  hierarchy;  the  con- 
troverfy  between  bifliop  Hall  and  the  Sme&ymnuan  divines, 
proceeded  on  the  fame  foot,  as  did  the  committee*  of  accommo¬ 
dation.  In  fliort,  when  the  parliament  was  obliged  to  %  to 
the  Scots  for  affiftance  in  the  war,  and  to  receive  their  cove¬ 
nant;  and  when  afterwards  they  found  it  neccffary  to  pay 
the  utmoft  deference  to  their  advices,  left  they  Ihould  with¬ 
draw  their  army,  and  leave  them  to  the  mercy  of  an  enraged 
king;  they  could  never,  in  the  worn  or  times,  be  induced 
to  eftablifh  their  difeipline  in  the  church  of  England,  without 
a  referve  of  the  eccleiiaftical  power  to  themfelves.  -And  as 
to  the  minifters  who  compofed  the  affembly  of  divines  at 
Weftminfter,  though  in  a  courfe  of  time  they  carried  things 
very  high,  yet  I  am  of  opinion  with  Mr.  Fuller ,f  that  at 
firft  they  rather  favoured  the  prefbyterian  difeipline ,  or  we?  e 
brought  over  to  embrace  it  by  the  Scots ,  than  that  they  came 
thither  poffeffed  with  fentiments  of  its  divine  authority. 
However,  it  is  certain,  that  at  .the  reftoration  thefe  very 
divines  offered  to  give  it  up  for  archbifhop  UJher9 s  model 
of  primitive  epilcopacy. 

It  muft  be  confelfed,  that  foon  after  the  beginning  of  the 
parliament  there  were  many  among  the  common  people  who 
were  enemies  to  the  whole  eccleiiaftical  conftitution,  being 
fupported  by  the  Scots  commiffioners ,  who  had  conceived  an 
implacable  antipathy  againft  the  order  of  bifliops,  which 
they  had  voted  contrary  to  the  word  of  God.  But  this  was 
not  the  cafe  of  the  puritan  clergy,  who  wanted  only  to  get 
rid  of  the  tyranny  of  the  bifliops,  and  were  willing  to  leave 
the  parliament  to  model  the  government  of  the  church  as 
they  pleafed.  And  although  as  the  influence  of  the  Scots  over 
the  two  houfes  increafed,  prefbytery  prevailed;  and  when  the 
parliament  were  at  their  mercy,  and  forced  to  fubmit  to  what 
conditions  they  would  impofe  upon  them  for  their  affiftance, 
the  kirk  difeipline  gained  the  alcendant,  and  at  length  ad¬ 
vanced  into  a  divine  right  in  the  affembly  of  divines;  yet  the 
parliament  would  never  come  into  it,  and  when  the  Scots 
were  gone  home  it  dwindled  by  degrees,  till  it  was  almoft 
totally  eclipfed  by  the  rifing  greatnefs  of  the  independants. 

f  Bqok  xi.  p.  198,  ,  It 
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'  as  yetP  either^ThM  ^  fme’,that  there  was  no  fo™ed  defign 
ta/clerov  T  ,  hpLllfe,of  commons,  or  among  the  puri- 
•  _  to  ^u^vert  the  hierarchy 9  and  eredt  the  prefbyte- 

government  upon  its  ruins;  there  were  no  considerable 
number  of  prefbyterian  minifters  in  the  nation-  and  the 
leading  members  m  both  houfes  were  known  to  be  of  ano- 

1C1,  “  rvV,e  are  confident  (fays  the  king,  in  his  letter 

to  the  conned  of  Scotland,  Aug.  ifi.)  “  that  the  moft  con- 

«  du  b  e,peif0nf.  !n  !:ot!l  houfes  of  parliament,  and  thofe 
«  ' '10  ™ake  the  faireft  pretenfions  to  you  of  uniformity  in 
church  government,  will  no  fooner  embrace  a  prejbytlrial 
than  you  an  eptfcopal.”*  And  bilhop  Burnet  dlt the 
fame  language.  So  that  what  was  done  in  the  We  of 
commons  afterwards,  was  the  refult  of  the  fituation  of  their 
affairs,  and  not  of  any  formed  defign:  As  that  changed  fo 
*ud  their  councus  and  meafures.  The  contrary  to  this  ought 
not  to  be  fuppofcd,  Din  proved  by  inconteftable  mattei/of 
ha,  which  neither  Mr.  Raptn,  or  any  other  hiftorian 
whom  I  have  read,  has  yet  done.  And  I  will  venture  to  fay 
that  if  there  were  fuch  invifible  prefbyterians’  behind  the’ 
cm  tarn,  who  planned  the  fubverfion  of  the  hierarchy,  and 
blew  n  up  as  it  were  without  hands,  they  mull  have  been 
abler  ftatefmen,  and  matters  of  much  more  worldly  politicks 
than  their  poderity  have  ever  been  remarkable  for.  ' 

rr  rf  !  n  t0  the  ParIiament:  there  were  two  bills  which 
affefted  the  prerogative  now  ready  for  the  royal  affent;  one 

to  aboajh the  court  of  high  commijjim ,  and  regulate  the  privy 
cou  mh  the  other  to  take  away  the  Jlar  chamber.  To  induce 
r.  a  mg  to  pafs  them  more  readily,  the  commons  fent  up  a 
.money  bill  with  them ;  but  when  the  king  came  to  the  houfe 
Jiuy  3,  1641]  he  paffed  the  money  bill,  and  told  the  houfes 
re  mult  take  fome  time  to  confider  of  the  others;  which  dif- 
gmted  the  commons  fo  much,  that  they  returned  to  their 
houfe  and  immediately  adjourned.  At  their  next  meetiim 
tiiey  fell  into  new  heats,  which  his  majetty  being  informed 
or,  came  to  the  houfe  of  peers,  and  having  fent  for  the  com- 
mons  reprimanded  them  for  their  jealoufies,  and  then  paffed 
the  bills;  he  affo  put  them  in  mind  what  he  had  done  this 
felhon;  That  he  had  yielded,  that  the  judges  lhould  hold 
then  places  quamdiu  fe  bene  gefferint ;  that  he  had  given 
*  Hamilton’s  Memoirs,  book  iv.  p.  i97.  «  a 
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“  away  his  right  to  Jhip  money ;  granted  a  law  for  triennial 
“  parliaments,  and  for  fecuring  the  money  borrowed  for  dif- 
“  banding  the  armies;  in  a  word,  that  he  had  hitherto  given 
“  way  to"  every  thing,  and  therefore  they  Jhould  not  wonder , 
«  if  in  fome  things  he  began  now  to  refufe Lord  Clarendon 
infinuates,  that  the  king  paffed  thele  bills  with  reluctance; 
from  whence  another  ingenious  writer  concludes,  that  if  ever 
the  miniftry  had  regained  their  power,  it  was  likely  they 
would  advife  his  majefty  to  declare  them  void,  as  being  ex¬ 
torted  from  him  by  force  and  violence. 

The  aft  for  abolifhing  the  high  commiffion  court  repeals 
that  branch  of  the  ftatute,  i  Eliz.  cap .  i,  upon  which  this 
court  was  founded,  and  then  enafts,  “  That  no  archbilhops, 
“  bifhops,  vicars  general,  chancellor,  or  official,  nor  com- 
“  miffary  of  any  archbiffiop,  biffiop,  or  vicar  general,  or  any 
“  other  fpiritual  or  ecclefiaftical  officer,  fhall  by  any  grant, 
“  licence,  or  commiffion  from  the  king,  his  heirs  or  fucceffors, 
“  after  the  ift  of  Augiffi,  1641,  award,  impofe,  or  inffift 
tc  any  pain,  penalty,  fine,  amercement,  imprifonment,  or 
“  other  corporeal  puniffiment,  upon  any  of  the  king’s  fub- 
“  jefts,  for  any  contempt,  mifdemeanor,  crime,  matter  or 
“  thing  whatfoever,  belonging  to  fpiritual  or  ecclefiaftical 
“  jurifdiftion,  or  fhall  ex  officio  tender  or  adminifter  to  any 
“  perfon,  any  corporal  oath,  to  make  any  prefentment  of 
u  any  crime,  or  to  confefs  or  accufe  himfelf  of  any  crime, 
“  offence,  delinquency,  or  mifdemeanor,  whereby  he  or  {he 
cc  may  be  liable  to  any  puniffiment  whatfoever,  under  penalty 
“  of  treble  charges,  and  one  hundred  pounds  to  him  or  them 
cc  who  ffiall  firft  demand  or  fue  for  the  fame.  And  it  is 
cc  further  enafted,  that  after  the  faid  firft  of  Auguft,  1641, 
no  new  court  fliail  be  erected,  or  deemed,  or  appointed, 
cc  that  fhall  have  the  like  power,  jurifdiftion,  or  authority, 
as  the  high  commiffion  court  had,  or  pretended  to  have,  but 
cc  all  fuch  commiffions,  letters  patents,  &c.  from  the  king, 
or  his  fucceffors;  and  all  afts,  fentences,  and  decrees,  made 
by  virtue  thereof,  fhall  be  utterly  void.” 

By  the  paffmg  this  aft,  all  coercive  power  of  church  con- 
fiftories  was  taken  away,  and  the  fpiritual  fword,  that  had 
done  fuch  terrible  execution  in  the  hands  of  fome  bifeops 
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was  put  into  the  fcabhard.  'It  was  very  extrordinary  that 
the  biffiops,  who  were  then  in  the  houfe  of  lords,  flrould 
fo  fupmely  fuller  themfelves  to  be  furprized  out  of  their 
power.  ^  Some  were  ready  to  ohferve  a  hand  of  juffice,  (fays 
Jvii .  hula  )  mat  feeing  many  fimpfe  fouls,  by  captious  in¬ 
terrogatories,  had  been  circumvented  by  the  high  commit 
lion  court  into  a  ielf-accufation,  an  unfufpefted  claufe  in  this 
ftatute  fhould  abolifli  all  their  lawful  authority;  for  there  is 
no  DiOvito  m  the  aft  to  coniine  it  only  to  the  high  commUfion , 
but  it  extends  to  all  archbifhops,  bifhops,  and  all  fpiritual 
or  ecclefiaftical  officers  in  any  of  their  courts.  Lord  Cla¬ 
rendon  fays,§  that  the  king  was  apprehenfive  that  the  body 
of  the  bill  exceeded  the  title,  and  therefore  made  a  paufe 
in  contenting  to  pals  it,  but  that  iome  bidiops  prevailed  with 
his  majefly  to  fign  it,  to  take  off  the  odium  from  that  bench , 
of  then  being  enemies  to  all  reformation;  for  it  was  infi- 
nuated,  (fays  the  noble  hiftorian)  that  fince  they  oppofed  a 
cue  legulation  of  their  power,  there  would  be  no  way  but 
to  cut  them  off  Root  and  Branch . 


1  he  act  for  taking  away  th zjlar  chamber ,  and  regulating 
the  privy  council,  diffolves  the  "laid  court  from  the  firft  of 
Aug.  1641,  44  and  repeals  all  thofe  acts,  or  claufes  of  afts 
4  cl”  parliament,  by  which  any  jurifdiftion,  power,  or  au- 
44  thority,  is  given  to  the  faid  court,  or  to  any  of  the  officers 
64  or  miniffers  thereof.  And  it  ordains  further,  that  neither 
his  majdfy, -nor  his  privy  council,  have,  or  ought  to  have, 
any  juriidiftion,  power,  or  authority,  by  Englifh  bill,  pe¬ 
tition,  articles,  libel,  or  other  arbitrary  way,  to  examine 
or  draw  in  queflion,  determine,  or  difpofe  of  the  lands, 
tenements,  hereditaments,  goods  or  chatties,  of  any  of 
the  fubiefts  of  this  kingdom.” 

I  bus  fell  the  two  chief  engines  of  the  late  arbitrary  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  church  and  ftate,  which  had  the  liberties  and 
dilates  of  many  worthy  and  pious  families  to  anfwer  for. 
By  the  provifo  in  the  aft  for  abolifhing.  the  high  commiflion, 
that  no  new  court  (Id all  be  erected  with  like  powers  for  the 
future ,  it  appears  how  odious  their  proceedings  were  in  the 
eyes  of  the  nation.  Lord  Clarendon  admits, |  that  the  taking 
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away  the  ftar-chamber  at  this  time  was  very  popular;  but 
is  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  no  lefs  politick  in  the  crown 
to  revive  it  when  the  prefent  diftempers  are  expired;  how¬ 
ever,  I  rely  on  the  wifdom  of  a  Britifh  parliament,  that  they 
will  never  confent  to  it. 

When  the  king  had  figned  the  two  bills,  he  defired  the 
advice  of  his  parliament,  concerning  a  manfefto  which  he 
intended  to  fend  to  the  diet  of  Ratifbon  in  favour  of  the 
Palatine  family,  wherein  he  declares,  that  he  will  not  aban¬ 
don  the  interefts  of  his  filter  and  nephews,  but  will  employ 
all  his  force  and  power  in  their  behalf  until  they  are  reltored. 
This  was  highly  acceptable  to  the  puritans,  who  had  always 
the  interefts  of  that  houfe  at  heart.  The  manifefto  was 
read  July  7,*  when  the  commons  declared  their  approbation 
of  it,  and  refolved  to  give  his  majefty  fuch  affiftance  therein 
as  (hall  Hand  with  the  honour  of  his  majefty,  and  the  intereft 
and  affe&ions  of  his  kingdom,  if  the  prefent  treaty  does  not 
fucceed.  The  peers  concurred  in  the  fame  vote,  and  both 
houfes  defired  the  king  to  recommend  it  to  the  parliament 
of  Scotland;  which  his  majefty  promifed.  Many  warm 
fpeeches  were  made  on  this  occafion  in  favour  of  the  queen 
of  Bohemia,  by  fir  Simon  D’Ewes ,  Mr.  Denzil  Hollis ,  and 
fir  Benjamin  Rudyard.\\  u  The  reftoring  the  prince  to  his 
cc  eleftorate  (fays  fir  Benjamin)  will  reftore  the  proteftant 
“  religion  there;  it  will  ftrengthen  and  increafe  it  in  Germany , 
“  which  is  of  great  and  vaft  confequence.  It  will  likewife 
“  refrelh  and  comfort  the  heart  of  that  molt  noble,  vir- 
<c  tuous,  and  magnanimoufly  fuffering  queen  of  Bohemia 
“  his  majefty’s  filter,  and  his  highnefifts  mother,  who  is 
“  ever  to  be  highly  and  tenderly  regarded  by  this  houfe, 

cc  and  by  this  kingdom. - ”  Mr.  Denzil  Hollis  faid,  u  The 

“  houfe  of  commons  looks  upon  thofe  diftrelfed  princes  of 
to  glorious  an  extraction,  with  an  eye  of  tendernefs,  wifli- 
“  ing  every  drop  of  that  princely  blood  may  ever  be  illuf- 

“  trated  with  honour  and  happinefs. - To  hear  that  thefe 

“  princes  fhould  have  their  patrimony  taken  from  them, 
“  and  fuffer  things  lb  unworthy  their  birth  and  relation,  is 
“  a  thing  that  makes  our  ears  to  tingle,  and  our  hearts  to 

*  *■  9 

*  Rufhworth,  part  3,  vol.  i.  p.  310. 
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“•  rife  within  us.— -—But  there  is  another  motive  which  has 
cc  an  irrefiflible  operation  with  us,  which  is  the  advance- 

tc  ment  of  proteflant  religion. - The  proteflant  religion 

cc  and  this  kingdom  muft  live  and  die  together ;  and  it  is 
“  madnefs  to  fuppofe  the  proteilant  religion  can  continue 
here,  if  we  fuffer  it  to  be  deftroyed  and  eradicated  out  of 
“  the  neighbouring  countries.— Religion  is  the  heart  of  Eng- 
“  land,  and  England  is  the  heart  of  the  proteflant  religion 
“  in  all  the  other  parts  of  Chriftendom;  let  us  therefore, 
cc  like  wife  men,  that  forefee  the  evil  afar  off,  rather  meet 
“  it  at  a  diftance,  than  flay  till  the  Auftrian  ambition  and 
6C  popifh  power  come  to  our  door.55*  Thefe  were  the 
fentiments  of  the  puritans  in  this  parliament,  with  refpeft  to 
the  anceflors  of  his  prefent  majefty,  and  the  proteflant  reli¬ 
gion.  The  queen  of  Bohemia  was  fo  fenfible  of  their  par¬ 
ticular  regards  for  her  family,  that  file  returned  them  her 
thanks;  but  the  manifeflo  ended  in  nothing. || 

The  commons  not  being  able  to  come  at  their  intended 
j  alterations  in  the  church,  while  the  bench  ol  bifhops  re¬ 
mained  united  in  the  houfe  of  peers,  formed  feveral  fchemes 
to  divide  them:  it  was  firft  propofed  to  fet  large  fines  upon 
both  houfes  of  convocation  for  compiling  the  late  canons, 
and  a  bill  was  brought  in  for  that  purpofe;  but  upon  better 
confideration  it  was  thought  more  effectual  for  the  prefent, 
to  make  examples  of  thofe  bifhops  only,  who  had  been  the 
principal  movers  in  that  affair;  agreeably  to  this  refolution 
a  committee  was  appointed  July  31,  to  draw  up  an  impeach¬ 
ment  againft  one  half  of  the  bench,  viz.  Dr.  Laud  arch- 
bifiiop  of  Canterbury ,  Dr.  Curie  hilhop  of  Winchejler ,  Dr. 
Wright  bifhop  of  Coventry  and  Litchfield ,  Dr.  Goodman  bifliop 
of  Glocefiter ,  Dr.  Hall  bifliop  of  Exeter ,  Dr.  Owen  bifhop  of 
St.  Afaph ,  Dr.  Pierfie  bifliop  of  Bath  and  Wells ,  Dr.  Wren 
bifliop  of  Ely,  Dr.  Roberts  bifliop  of  Bangor ,  Dr.  Skinner 
bifliop  of  Brifitol ,  Dr.  Warner  bifliop  of  Rochefiter ,  Dr. 
Towers  bifhop  of  Peterborough ,  Dr.  Owen  bifhop  of  Landaff. f 
The  impeachment  was  of  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors. 
For  making  and  publijhing  the  late  canons ,  contrary  to  the 
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«  kin</s  prerogative ,  to  the  fundamental  laws  of  the  realm , 
«  f0  ffje  rights  of  parliament ,  tf/zrZ  to  the  property  and  liberty 
66  of  the  fubjett;  and  containing  matters  tending  to  fediiion , 
“  of  dangerous  confequence ;  and  for  granting  a  benevo- 
“  few  tfr  contribution  to  his  majefty ,  be  paid  by  the  clergy 
of  that  province ,  contrary  to  law”  It  was  carried  up  to 
the  lords  Auguft  4,  by  ferjeant  ffW,  who  demanded  in  the 
name  of  all  the  commons  of  England,  that  the  bilhops 
might  be  forthwith  put  to  anfwer  the  crimes  and  mildemea- 
nors  abovementioned,  in  the  prefence  of  the  houfe  of  commons ; 
and  that  fuch  further  proceedings  might  be  had  againft  them 
as  to  law  and  juftice  appertained.  The  commons  were  in 
hopes,  that  the  bilhops  would  have  quitted  their  votes  in 
parliament  to  be  difcharged  of  the  prce?nunire ;  but  they  re- 
folved  to  abide  by  their  right,  and  therefore  only  defired 
time  to  prepare  their  anfwer,  and  council  for  their  aftiftance; 
accordingly  they  were  allowed  three  months  time  to  put  in 
their  anfwer,  and  council  of  their  own  nomination,  viz.  fer- 
jeant  Jermin ,  Mr.  Chute ,  Mr.  Herne ,  and  Mr.  Hales  * 

From  this  time  the  bilhops  fell  under  a  general  difregard; 
the  cry  of  the  populace  was  againft  them,  as  the  chief  im¬ 
pediments  of  all  reformation  in  church  and  ftate;  and  even 
the  temporal  peers  treated  them  with  negleft,  exprefling 
their  diflike  at  the  bilhop  of  London9 s  being  ftiled  Right 
Honourable .  Befides,  the  lords  fpiritual  were  not  diftin&ly 
mentioned  in  the  bills  that  palled  this  feflion,  according  to 
ancient  ufage;  the  clerk  of  the  parliament  in  reading  the 
bills  to  the  houfe,  turned  his  back  upon  the  bench  of  bilhops  5 
and  when  the  houfes  went  in  a  body  to  church  on  a  fait 
day,  the  temporal  barons  gave  themfelves  precedence  of  the 
bilhops.  Thefe  were  the  preludes  to  their  downfall,  which 
happened  about  fix  months  forward,  though  from  this  time 
they  were  little  better  than  cyphers  in  the  houfe. 

Thefe  refolute  proceedings  againft  the  bilhops,  put  the 
court  upon  forming  new  projefts  to  break  up  the  parlia¬ 
ment.  It  was  obferved  that  the  ftrength  and  courage  of  the 
houfe  of  commons  rofe  from  their  confederacy  with  the 
Scots,  whofe  army  in  the  north  was  entirely  in  their  intereft  j 

•r  „  '  \  , 

*  Fuller’s  Church  Hiftory,  Book  XI.  p.  183. 
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it  was  therefore  refolved  in  council  to  detach  that  nation 
(if*  poffible)  from  the  parliament,  and  to  bring  them  over  to 
the  king,  by  yielding  every  thing  they  fliould  defire;  for 
this  purpole  his  majefty  declared  his  refolution  to  the  two 
houfes,  to  vifit  his  native  country  in  perfon  within  fourteen 
ckiys,  and  defired  them  to  finifh  the  bills  which  were  before 
them  by  that  time.  The  commons  being  aware  of  the  defign, 
and  apprehenfive  of  danger,  if  the  king  fliould  put  himfelf 
at  the  head  of  the  Lnglifh  army  in  the  north,  fent  away  the 
earl  of  Holland  immediately  with  money  to  pay  them  off, 
which  was  done  without  mutiny  or  difturbance;  but  the 
bufinefs  of  the  houfes  being  very  urgent,  and  the  time  fliort, 
they  voted,  that  in  this  cale  of  great  neceffity,  concerning  the 
peace  of  the  kingdom,  they  would  fit  the  next  day,  being 
Sunday ,  by  fix  o’clock  in  the  morning;  which  they  did,  and 
having  heard  a  fermon,  returned  to  the  houfe  about  nine, 
and  fat  all  day  long  on  the  Lord’s  day,  .commonly  called 
Sunday  [Auguft  8,  1641].  But  left  this  might  be  mifcon- 
ftrued  as  a  profanation,  or  be  drawn  into  example,  they  pub- 

liflied  the  following  declaration:* 

* 

“  WHEREAS  both  houfes  of  parliament  found  it  fit 
“  to  fit  in  parliament  upon  the  8th  of  Auguft,  being  Lord’s 
“  day,  for  many  urgent  Occafions,  being  ftraitened  in  time, 
“  by  his  majefty’s  refolution  to  go  within  a  day  or  two  to 
“  Scotland,  they  think  fit  to  declare,  that  they  would  not 
“  have  done  this  but  upon  inevitable  neceffity;  the  peace 
“  and  fafety  of  both  church  and  ftate  being  fo  deeply  con- 
“  cerned,  which  they  do  hereby  declare,  to  this  end,  that 
“  neither  any  other  inferior  court  or  council,  or  any  other 
“  perfon,  may  draw  this  into  example,  or  make  ufe  of  it  for 
“  their  encouragement,  in  neglecting  the  due  obfervation  of 
<£  the  Lord’s  day.” 

The  fame  vote  paffed  the  houfe  of  lords  nemine  contradi - 
cente,  and  was  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Auguft  io,  his  majefty  came  to  the  houfe  and  gave  his 
aileut  to  a  bill  concerning  knightwood;  againft  the  oppref- 
iions  of  the  Jlannary  courts;  for  regulating  the  clerks  of 

X  , 

f  Ruftiworth,  p.  362.  •  Nalfon’s  Collections,  vol.  ii.  p.  436. 
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markets;  and  for  confirming  and  ratifying  the  peace  [or  pa¬ 
cification]  with  the  Scots.  This  laft  being  an  affair  of  great 
confequence,  I  (hall  give  the  reader  an  abftraft  of  the  treaty, 
which  had  been  depending  ever  fince  Nov.  23,  1640,  be¬ 
tween  the  commiffioners  of  both  nations,  who  agreed  to 
the  following  conclufions  [Aug.  7.]  which  the  king  ratified 
and  confirmed,  the  very  day  he  fet  out  for  Scotland. 

44  That  the  afts  of  parliament  held  at  Edinburgh  June  2, 
44  be  publifhed  by  his  majefty’s  authority,  and  have  in  all 
'  “  time  to  come  the  full  ftrength  of  laws. 

44  That  the  caftle  of  Edinburgh,  and  other  forts  of  Scot- 
44  land,  fhould  be  furniflied  and  ufed  for  the  defence  of  the 
44  kingdom,  with  the  advice  of  the  Hates  of  parliament. 

44  That  all  thofe  who  in  England  or  Ireland  have  been 
44  imprifoned,  or  otherwife  cen fured  for  fubfcribing  the  cove - 
44  riant)  and  for  refufing  to  take  the  oath  contrary  to  the 
44  fame,  fhall  be  releafed  and  freed  from  fuch  cenfures;  and 
44  for  the  time  to  come,  the  fubjefts  of  Scotland  living  in 
44  Scotland,  fhall  not  be  obliged  to  any  oaths  contrary  to 
44  the  laws  or  religion  of  that  kingdom;,  but  if  they  come  to 
44  refide  in  England  or  Ireland,  they  fhall  be  fubjeft  to  the 
44  laws  as  others  are. 

4f  That  all  his  majefty’s  courts  of  juftice  fhall  be  free  and 
44  open  againfl  all  evil  counfellors  and  delinquents;  that  the 
44  parliament  of  Scotland  fhall  have  liberty  to  proceed  againfl 
44  fuch;  and  that  his  majefty  will  not  employ  any  perfon,  in 
44  any  office  or  place,  who  fhall  be  judged  incapable  by  fen- 
44  tence  of  parliament;  nor  make  ufe  of  their  fervice,  nor 
44  grant  them  accefs  to  his  royal  perfon,  without  confent  of 
44  parliament. 

44  That  all  fhips  and  goods  on  both  fides  be  reftored,  and 
44  that  three  hundred  thoufand  pounds  be  given  to  the  Scots 
44  by  the  Englifh,  for  their  friendly  affiftance  and  relief. 

44  That  all  declarations,  proclamations,  &c.  that  have 
44  been  publifhed  againfl  the  loyalty  and  dutifulnefs  of  his 
cc  majefly’s  fubjefts  of  Scotland  be  recalled  and  fuppreffed; 
cc  and  that  at  the  clofe  of  the  treaty  of  peace,  the  loyalty 
66  of  his  majefty’s  faid  fubjefts  fhall  be  made  known  at  the 
66  time  of  publick  thankfgiving  in  all  places,  and  particularly 
“  in  all  parifh  churches  of  his  majefty^  dominions. 

G  g  2  44  That 
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“  l  dte  garriions  of  Berwick  and  Carlifle  be  removed 
“  and  all  things  be  reduced  to  the  Rate  they  were  in  before 
“  the  late  troubles. 

“  Whereas  unity  in  religion,  and  uniformity  in  church 
“  gov,  rnment  has  been  defired  by  the  Scots,  as  a  fpecial 
<c  !l!;  1  r  preferving  the  peace  between  both  kingdoms, 
,hs  ricij efy ,  with  tee  auvice  of  both  houfes  of  parliament, 
“  doth  Wove  of  the  affedion  of  his  fubjeds  of  Scotland ,  in 
“  dmr  deftre  °f  having  a  conformity  of  church  government 
between  the  two  natiotis.  And  as  the  parliament  hath  al- 
“  ready  taken  into  confideration  the  reformation  of  church 
“  government,  fo  they  will  proceed  therein  in  due  time,  as 
“  fcaH  beR  conduce  to  the  glory  of  God,  the  peace  of  the 
“  church,  and  both  kingdoms. 

d  ait  tne  prince  of  Pf  ales  Riall  be  permitted  to  repair 
into  Scotland,  anci  i  elide  there,  as  there  Riall  be  occafion. 

That  h:s  majeRy  will  give  ear  to  the  informations  of 
parliament,  and  when  tiiat  is  not  fitting,  to  the  council 
“  and  college  of  juRice,  fo  far  as  to  make  choice  of  J'ome 
one  of  fuch,  as  they,  oy  common  confent,  Riall  recommend 
“  to  places  of  truR  in  the  council,  the  feflion,  and  other  ju- 
dicatuies.  Or  if  his  majeRy  Riall  think  any  other  perfon 
fit,  he  Riall  acquaint  his  parliament,  to  the  intent,  that  if 
“  by  their  information  any  juR  exception  Riall  be  made  to 
“  die  laid  perfon,  his  majeRy  may  nominate  another. 

“  That  fome  noblemen,  &c.  of  the  Scots  nation,  Riall  be 
placed  about  the  king;  anil  that  his  majeRy  will  endeavour 
“  to  give  juR  fatisfaciion  to  his  people,  with  regard  to  his 
“  placing  none  put  perfons  of  the  reformed  religion  about 
£‘  his  own  and  the  prince’s  perfon.” 

Then  follows  an  ad  of  oblivion,  with  exception  to  the 
Scots  prelates,  and  four  others;  and  in  the  clofe  the  ratifi¬ 
cation  of  the  whole  in  tfiefe  words : 

“  Be  it  enacted  by  his  majeRy,  with  the  aflent  of  the 
“  lords  and  commons  in  this  prefent  parliament  aflembled, 
45  that  the  faid  treaty,  and  all  the  articles  thereof,  be  and 
“  Rand  for  ever  ratified  and  efiabliflied,  and  have  the  force, 
64  vigor,  Rrength  and  authority  of  a  law,  flatute,  and  ad 

44  of  parliament. - And  his  majeRy  for  himfelf  and  his 

64  fucceflors  promifes,  in  verbo principle,  never  to  come  in  the 

“  contrair 
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«  contrair  of  this  ftatute  and  fen&ion,  nor  any  thing  therein 
“  contained,  but  to  hold  the  feme  in  all  points  firm  and 
«  {table,  and  caufe  it  to  be  truly  obferved,  according  to  the 
tenor  and  intent  thereof,  now  and  for  evei,  ■-  And  the 
“  parliaments  of  both  kingdoms  refpetf ively  give  full  af- 
«  furance,  and  make  publick  faith,  for  the  true  and  taithful 
u  obfervation  of  this  treaty,  &c.  bine  indc ,  in  all  times  to 

“  come.”  .  , 

Bifhop  Burnet  very  juftly  obferves  a  collufion  in  the  king  s 

approving  the  defire  of  his  Scots  fubjefts  for  uniformity  of 
church  government-,  his  majefty  wifhed  it  as  much  as  they, 
but  with  a  very  different  view;  the  king  was  for  biinging 
them  to  the  Englifh  ftandard,  whereas  the  Scots  intended  to 
bring  the  Englifh  to  theirs;  however  his  majefty  was  re- 
folved  to  contradict  them  in  nothing,  that  he  might  break 
the  confederacy  between  the  two  nations;  for  lord  Saville 
had  now  informed  him  of  the  correfpondence  of  feme  of 
the  Englifh  nobility  with  the  Scots,  which  encouraged  them 
to  raife  an  army  and  march  to  the  borders;  he  had  fhown 
him  a  copy  of  the  letter,  with  the  forged  names  of  EJfex^ 
Bedford \  Mandeville ,  and  others,  exciting  them  to  affert  the 
liberties  of  their  church  and  nation,  and  promifing  all  the 
affiftance  they  could  give  with  fefety  to  themfelves.  His 
majefty  therefore  refolved  to  gain  over  the  Scots,  that  he 
might  be  at  liberty  to  profecute  the  invitees ,  and  recover  his 
prerogative  in  England,  which  he  knew  he  could  accomplifh 
by  the  affiftance  of  the  Irifh,  if  the  Englifh  puritans  were 
left  to  themfelves.  The  parliament  were  aware  of  the  de* 
fign,  and  therefore  appointed  one  lord  and  two  commoners 
to  follow  his  majefty  to  Scotland,  in  order  to  keep  up  a 
good  correfpondence  with  the  parliament  of  that  nation, 
and  to  exhort  them,  fmee  they  had  gained  their  own  liber¬ 
ties  by  the  affiftance  of  the  Englifh  parliament,  not  to  defert 
them  till  the  Englifh  alfo  had  recovered  theirs. 

The  king  fet  out  poll  Auguft  1 1 ,  1641,  and  arrived  at  Edin¬ 
burgh  in  three  or  four  days;  the  parliament  met  Auguft  19, 
when  his  majefty  acquainted  them  in  a  mold  gracious  fpeech, 
that  the  end  of  his  coming  into  his  native  country,  was  to 
quiet  the  diftraftions  of  the  kingdom,  “  and  this  I  mind 
(fays  his  majefty)  fully  and  chearfully  to  perform,  for  I 
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a^ur.e  y°u5  I  can  do  nothing  with  more  chearfulnefs  than 
«  ttf8!-Ye  PeoP^e  a  general  fatisfaftion;  wherefore  not 
t£  °  cnnS  r°  endear  myfelf  to  you  in  words,  which  is  not 

M  defire  m  the  firft  P^ce  to  fettle  that  which  con- 

<(  cerns  rel'g'on’  Tand  the  juft  liberties  of  this  my  native 

country,  before  I  proceed  to  any  other  aft.”*  Accordingly 
his  majefty  allowed  of  their  late  proceedings  in  oppofing  the 
Lnglifh  liturgy,  and  erefting  tables  in  defence  of  their  li- 
berties;  he  confirmed  the  afts  of  their  affembly  at  Glafgow, 
Which  declared,  that  the  government  of  the  church  by  arch- 
bijhops  and  bilhops  was  contrary  to  the  word  of  God ,  and  was 
therefore  abolijhed.  The  reverend  Mr.  Henderfon  waited  on 
the  king  as  his  chaplain,  and  was  appointed  to  provide 
preachers  for  him  while  he  was  in  that  country,  his  majefty 
having  declaied,  that  he  would  conform  to  their  manner  of 
worihip  while  he  was  among  them.  Mr.  Henderfon  had  the 
rent  of  the  royal  chapel;  Mr.  Gillefpie  had  a  penfion,  and 
the  profeifois  of  the  feveral  univerfities  had  their  provifions 
augmented,  by  tne  revenues  formerly  belonging  to  the 
bifhops.  His  majefty  conferred  titles  of  honour  upon  many 
oi  their  gentry;  and  all  parties  were  fo  well  pleafed,  that  it 
WctS  faid,  when  his  majefty  left  the  kingdom,  that  he  departed 
a  contented  king  from  a  contented  people. 

No  fooner  was  the  king  returned  but  the  Englifh  biihops 
reproached  his  majefty  with  his  conceffions,  especially  for 
admitting  the  Knglijh  hierarchy  to  be  contrary  to  the  word  of 
God.  They  told  him,  he  had  unravelled  the  web  which  his 
father  and  himfelf  had  been  weaving  in  that  country  for 
above  forty  years,  and  inftead  of  making  the  Scots  his 
fi  lends,  he  had  only  created  a  new  third  in  the  Englifh  par- 
liament  to  follow  their  example.  Thefe  remonftrances  had 
fuch  an  influence  upon  the  unhappy  king,  that  he  repented 
heartily  of  what  he  had  done,  and  told  Dr.  Saunderfon  after¬ 
wards  bifliop  of  Lincoln ,  when  he  was  in  the  ifle  of  Wight, 
Unit  two  ei i  ors  did  much  afrncf  him,  his  confenting  to  the  earl 
(f  Strafford  s  deaths  and  his  abolifoing  epifcopacy  in  Scotland / 
and  that  if  God  fhould  ever  reftore  him  to  the  peaceable 
poffeffton  of  his  crown,  he  would  demonflrate  his  repentance 

•  t  "  '  •  ^ 

*  Rufhworth,  Part.  3,  vol.  i.  p,  382. 
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by  a  publick  confeffion  and  a  voluntary  penance  (I  thinks 
fays  the  Doftor)  by  going  bare-foot  from  the  Tower  of 
London,  or  Whitehall^  to  St.  Paul’s,  and  defiring  the  peo, 
pie  to  intercede  with  God  for  hiim  This  fliews  how  much 
fuperftition  ftill  remained  in  his  majefty  s  make  and  confti- 
tution,  when  he  could  imagine,  the  going  bare-foot  through 
the  flreets  could  atone  for  his  mi  flakes ;  and  how  little  de- 
pendance  was  to  be  had  upon  his  promifes  and  declarations; 
that  even  in  the  year  1648,  when  the  neceffity  of  his  affairs 
obliged  him  to  confent  to  an  uniformity  of  prejbyterian  go¬ 
vernment  in  both  nations,  he  could  declare  in  private  to  his 
chaplain,  that  if  he  was  ever  reft  ore d  to  his  throne ,  he  would 
do  publick  penance  for  abolijhing  epifcopacy  in  Scotland .  Upon 
the  whole,  the  king’s  journey  into  his  native  country  did  him 
no  fervice;  for  though  tne  Scots  were  pleafed  with  his  ma- 
jefty’s  concefiions,  they  durft  not  depend  upon  them  as  long 
as  he  was  under  the  direftion  of  the  queen  and  the  Englifh 
bifhops ,  and  they  continued  to  think  themfelves  obliged  from 
gratitude,  affeftion,  and  interefl,  to  cultivate  a  good  under- 
ftanding  with  the  Englifh  parliament,  and  to  affifl  them  in 
recovering  their  religion  and  liberties. 

Upon  the  day  of  thankfgiving  for  the  pacification  between 
the  two  nations,  [September  7]  Bifhop  Williams  dean  of 
Weftminfter ,  without  any  direction  from  his  fuperiors,  com- 
pofed  a  form  of  prayer  for  the  fervice  of  the  day,  with 
which  the  houfe  of  commons  were  offended,  and  came  to 
this  refolution,  “  That  the  bifhop  of  Lincoln  had  no  power 
to  fet  forth  any  prayer  to  be  read  on  the  publick  thankf- 
u  giving;  and  that  no  minifler  is  obliged  to  read  the  faid 
u  prayer;  and  the  houfe  is  of  opinion  and  doth  order,  that 
66  the  faid  prayer  be  not  read  in  the  liberties  of  Weftmin- 
cc  Her,  or  elfe  where.”*  Dr.  Burges  and  Mr.  Marfhall 
preached  before  the  commons,  and  read  the  following  order, 
appointed  by  both  houfes  to  be  publifhed  in  all  the  churches 
throughout  England,  with  his  majefty’ s  confent, 

'  WHEREAS  according  to  the  aft  of  this  prefent  par¬ 
se  liament,  for  confirmation  of  the  treaty  of  pacification,  it 

*  Nalfon’s  Colledions,  vol.  ii.  p.  476-7, 
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was  defired  by  the  commiffioners  of  Scotland,  that  the 
oyaity  and  faithfulnefs  of  his  majefty’s  fubje&s  [of  Scot- 
landj  might  be  made  known  at  the  time  of  thankfgivine 
m  ail  places,  and  particularly  in  all  parifh  churches  of  his 
majeltys  dominions ;  which  reque/l  was  gracioufiy  conde - 
Jcended  to  by  his  majejiy ,  and  confirmed  by  the  faid  adl: 
It  is  now  ordered  and  commanded  by  both  houfes  of  par- 
hament,  that  the  fame  be  effe&ually  done  in  all  parifh 
churches  throughout  this  kingdom,  on  Tuefday  Sept.  7 
at  the  time  of  the  publick  thankfgiving,  by  the  refpe&ive 
minilters  of  each  parifli,  or  their  curates,  who  are  hereby 
required  to  read  this  prefent  order  in  the  church.” 
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.  I  |?e  0iC^er  nS  reach  the  miniflers  declared,  that  not- 
Withftandmg  all  which  had  palTed  in  the  late  commotions 
the  Scots  nation  were  ftill  his  majefty’s  faithful  and  loyal 
iubjects.  Thus  as  the  calling  and  continuance  of  an  Englifh 
parliament,  after  twelve  years  interval,  was  owina;  to  the 
marching  of  the  Scots  army  into  the  north  of  England,  it 
was  by  the  powerful  fupport  and  affiftance  of  that  parlia¬ 
ment,  and  the  expence  of  a  million  of  money,  that  the 
Scots  obtained  the  prefent  pacification ,  with  the  fuli  reco¬ 
very  or  their  kirk  difcipline  and  civil  liberties. 

In  the  miuft  of  this  rerment  of  the  fpints  of  men,  the 
workings  of  oppofite  councils,  and  the  taking  the  fword 
cut  of  me  hands  of  the  fpintual  courts,  it  is  not  to  be  won- 
deied  tn at  the  ff ate  of  religion  was  unfettled,  and  that  men 
began  to  piafhie  Witn  fonie  latitude  m  points  of  ceremony 
anci  foiius  of  woriliip.  It  has  been-  obferved,  that  in  the 
beginning  or  the  year,  the  houfe  of  commons  had  ordered 
commiffioners  to  be  fent  into  all  the  counties  of  England, 
foi  removing  the  late  innovations,  june  28,  it  was  further 
Oidered,  6  lhat  neither  univerfity  fliould  do  reverence  to 
the  communion-tabled  And  Aug.  ^  1 ,  Xhat  the  church- 
wardens  or  the  feveral  pariflies  fhall  forthwith  remove 
t  tne  communion-table  from  the  eaft  end  of  the  churches 
where  they  hand  altarwife,  and  take  away  the  rails  and 
u  level  the  chancels,  as  before  the  late  innovations.’5  Upon 
complaint  of  the  want  of  fermons,  and  that  the  incumbents 
in  many  places  would  not  admit  preachers  into  their  pulpits, 

.*  '  -  .  ,  though 
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though  the  parifli  maintained  them,  it  was  ordered,  June  14, 
«  That  the  deans  and  chapters  of  all  cathedrals  be  required, 
«  and  enjoined,  to  fuffer  the  inhabitants  to  have  free  liberty 
«  to  have  a  fermon  preached  in  their  cathedrals  every  Sunday  in 
«  the  afternoon.”  July  12,  ordered,  “  That  in  ail  parochial 
tt  churches  where  there  is  no  preaching  in  the  afternoon,  if 
“  the  parilhioners  will  not  maintain  a  conformable  lecturer 
“  at  their  own  charge,  the  parfon  or  vicar  Ilia'll  give  way  to 
«  unlefs  he  will  preach  himfelf.”  September  6,  ordered, 
“  That  it  be  lawful  for  the  pai  tfhioncrs  of  any  parifli  to  fet 
“  up  a  lecture,  and  to  maintain  an  orthodox  mimllcr,  at  their 
•“  own  charge,  to  preach  every  Lord’s  day  where  there  is  no 
“  preaching^  and  to  preach  one  day  every  week  where  there 
“  is  no  weekly  lecture. ”§  But  notwithftanding  thefe  votes, 
fome  bilhops  inhibited  preaching  on  Sundays  in  the  after¬ 
noon;  and  in  particular  Dr.  Montague,  bilhop  of  Norwich, 
upon  which  the  commons  voted,  “  That  his  lordlhip’s  inhi- 
“  bition  of  the  reverend  Mr.  Carter  to  preach  in  his  own 
“  parilh  church,  was  void;  and  that  every  minijter  may  preach 
“  in  his  own  parijh  church  as  often  as  he  pleafes  ” 

Many  petitions  being  fent  from  divers  counties  for  preach¬ 
ing  minifters,  a  committee  of  forty  members  of  the  houfe, 
called  the  Committee  for  preaching  Ministers,  was 
appointed  to  fend  minifters  where  there  were  vacancies,  and 
to  provide  for  their  maintenance.*  Thefe  gentlemen  recom¬ 
mended  many  of  the  late  filenced  minifters,  as  the  reverend 
Mr.  Cafe,  Mr.  Marjhal,  Sedgwick,  Burroughs,  whom  fome  of 
the  vicars  refufed  to  admit  into  their  pulpits,  or  at  leaft  dif- 
fuaded  their  parifliioners  from  hearing  them,  upon  which  fome 
of  them  were  required  to  attend  the  committee;  and  becaufe 
great  complaints  were  made  to  the  houfe,  of  the  idlenefs  and 
vicioufnefs  of  the  country  clergy,  another  committee  was  ap¬ 
pointed  to  examine  into  fuch  complaints,  and  was  called  the 
Committee  for  scandalous  Ministers. j- 


§  Nalfon’s  Colle&ions,  vol.  ii.  p.  288,  383,  475. 

*  Clarendon,  vol.  I.  p.  295. 

f  “  By  fcandalous  minifters  (fays  Dr.  Grey)  no  more  was  meant  than  the 
Ci  being  truly  orthodox,  truly  conformable  to  the  rules  and  orders  of  the 
church,  and  faithful  and  obedient  fubje<fts  to  his  majefty.”  It  is  fufhcient 
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The  day  before  the  recefs  of  the  parliament,  [Sept.  8 

«  j  a1  TS,  refoIved  by  Ae  commons,  “  That  the  Lord’s 
day  mould  be  duly  obferved  and  fanftified;  that  all  dancin? 

(£  f  other  fPorts  either  before  or  after  divine  fervice  be 
totborn  and  retrained;  and  that  the  preaching  God’s  word 
C£  b.e  promoted  m  the  afternoon,  in  the  feveral  churches  and 
chapels  of  this  kingdom;  and  that  minifters  and  preachers 
‘  be.  encouraged  thereunto.  The  chancellors  of  the  two 
t'rnvcrfities,  the  heads  of  colleges,  all  patrons,  vicars,  and 
£c  church-wardens,  are  to  make  certificate  of  the  performance 
o  thefe  orders;  and  all  defaulters  to  be  returned  to  par- 

“  hament  before  the  30th  of  October  next. - Ordered  fur- 

thci,  1  hat  all  crucifixes,  fcandalous  pictures  of  any  one 
“  or  more  perfons  of  the  trinity,  and  all  images  of  the  Virgin 
“  Mary  fliall  be  taken  away  and  abolilhed;  and  that  all 
tapers,  candlefiicks,  and  bafins,  be  removed  from  the  com- 
**  munion-table. — That  all  corporal  reverences  at  the  name 
<c  of  Jesus,  or  towards  the  eaft  end  of  the  church,  chapel, 
44  or  chancel,  or  towards  the  communion-table,  be  forborn.”| 
Thefe  orders  to  be  obferved  in  all  cathedral  and  colleeiate 


to  oppofe  to  this  round  aiTertion  of  Dr.  Grey,  an  authority  not  to  be  con¬ 
troverted,  that  of  Fuller  (Church  Hiftory,  b.  xi.  p.  zoy).  He  informs  us, 
that  Jome  of  the  clergy  were  outed  for  their  affe&io n  to  the  king’s  caufe 
ineiely,  and  many  were  charged  with  delivering  falfe  dodlrine,  whofe  por¬ 
tions  were  found  at  the  leaft  disputable:  and  urges,  that  many  of  the  com¬ 
plain  ers  weie  factious  people,  and  the  witncftes  again  ft  the  clergy  feldom 
depofed  on  oath;  yet,  after  thcfe  'deductions,  he  allows  that  many  were 
outed  for  their  mif demeanours ;  and  adds,  “  Some  of  their  offences  were  Jo 
t£  foul,  it  is  fhame  to  report  them,  crying  to  juftice  for  punifhment.”  He 
appeal  indeed,  to  have  his  doubts,  whether  their  crimes  were  fufficiently 
proved;  for  if  the  proof  were  perfect,  the  perfons  ought  to  have  foft  their 
lives,  and  not  their  livings  only.  This  is,  however,  a  proof  againft  Dr, 
Grey  s  unlimited  aflertion,  that  in  many  inftances  the  imputation  of  fcanda- 
lous  crimes ,  fupported  by  conf  derable  evidence  at  leaft,  was  the  ground  of 
proceeding.  Mr.  Baxter  tells  us,  that  it  was  no  fooner  underftood,  that 
the  committee  was  formed,  than  multitudes  in  all  counties  came  up  with 
petitions,  again  ft  their  minifters.  Two  centuries  of  the  names  of  fcanda¬ 
lous  minifters,  their  places,  and  articles  proved  againft  them,  were  pub- 
Iifhed  by  Mr.  White >  the  chairman  of  the  committee:  and  moderate  men 
were  grieved  to  fee  fo  much  ignorance,  and  fuch  grofs  immoralities  expofed 
to  die  derifton  of  the  world.  And  yet  Dr.  Grey  could  fay,  that  fcandalous 
minifters  meant  no  more  than  the  loval  and  orthodox.  Baxter's.  Life,  part  i , 
p.  19.  nplio.  Ld; 

\\  Naifonk  Collections,  vol,  ii.  p,  482* 

churches 


r 


>HAP.  IX.  OF  THE  PURITANS.  459'  ■ 

churches  and  chapels,  in  the  two  univerfities,  by  the  refpec- 
tive  officers  and  minifters  of  thefe  places,  and  by  the  readers 
and  benchers  of  the  inns  of  court.  § 

The  houfe  of  lords  confented  to  fome  of  thefe  rcfolutions, 
but  not  to  all;  they  agreed  in  their  committee,  “  That  no 
“  rails  ffiould  be  placed  about  the  communion-table,  where 
“  there  were  none  already,  but  not  to  the  pulling  down  of 
“  all  that  were  fet  up;  that  all  chancels  raifed  within  fifteen 
“  years  pad  ffiould  be  levelled;  that  images  of  the  trinity 
“  ffiould  be  aboliffied,  without  limitation  of  time;  and  all 
“  images  of  the  Virgin  Maty  erefted  within  twenty  years 
“  But  as  for  bowing  at  the  name  of  Jesus,  they 

infilled  that  it  fliould  be  left  indifferent.  So  that  when  the 
queflion  was  put,  to  agree  or  not  agree  with  the  refolutions 
of  the  commons,  it  paffed  in  the  negative,  eleven  againft  nine. 
The  commons  therefore  published  their  refolutions  apart,  and 
defired  the  people  to  wait  patiently  for  the  intended  refor¬ 
mation,  without  any  difturbance  of  the  worfhip  of  God,  and 
of  the  peace  of  the  kingdom.  Upon  which  the  lords  in  a 
heat  appointed  their  order  of  Jan.  19,  1640-1  already  men¬ 
tioned,  to  be  reprinted,*  46  That  divine  fervice  fliould  be 
^  performed  as  it  is  appointed  by  aft  of  parliament;  and  that 
“  all  who  diflurb  that  wholefome  order  fliall  be  feverely 
“  puniflied  according  to  law.  That  all  parfons,  vicars,  and 
<c  curates,  in  their  feveral  pariflies,  do  forbear  to  introduce 
“  any  rites  or  ceremonies  that  may  give  offence,  otherwife 
u  than  thofe  that  are  eftabliflied  by  the  laws  of  the  land.” 
This  was  voted  by  twelve  of  the  lords  prefent,  the  other  fix 
entering  their  proteft;j-  after  which  both  houfes  adjourned 
for  fix  weeks.  Mr.  Rapin  obferves,||  That  there  feems  no 
neceflity  for  the  lords  to  renew  this  order;  and  that  it  was 
done  out  of  fpleen  and  revenge,  becaufe  the  commons  had 
made  a  declaration  againft  innovations ,  and  it  was  not  doubted 
but  the  bifhops  were  the  chief  authors  of  it. 

Lord  Clarendon  reprefents  the  putting  thefe  orders  of  the 
houfe  of  commons  in  execution,  as  a  tranfcendant  pre- 

§  Ruftiworth,  part  3,  vol.  i.  p.  386. 

X  Nalfon’s  Collections,  vol.  ii.  p.  482,  483. 

*  Ruftiworth,  part  3,  vol.  i.  p.  387.  Clarendon,  vol.  i.  p.  293. 

f  Nalfon’s  Collections,  vol.  ii.  p.  485,  ||  Vol.  ii.  p.  382.  Folio. 
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JorJP.  an’d  ”.d  b  h  of  ,the  pnviIe2e  of  the  houfe  of 

XT  iirri^  ?h  m  T  place  his  lordfllip  acknowledges 

ts  ?*"*  ,h' ,W°  h°nfeS>  ^  “P°"  **  occa““  he 

it  That  Seditious  and  factious  perfons  caufed  the 

«  ™.?dows  t0  be  ,broken  down  ^  churches,  tore  away  the 
«  ra‘l3’  remged  the  communion-tables,  and  committed  many 
tc  “folent  and  Scandalous  diforders,  and  that  if  any  oppofed 
,  5m  Jey  were  Sent  for  before  the  committee.”  But 
p6  /Ure  account  of  this  matter  may  be  gathered  from  Mr 

Sefs  rep°?v°  ^  h°Ufe  ""  thfir  6rft  raeetin?  after  the 
4C  f  a-  X  committee  or  religion  (fays  he)  have  fent 

<t  f*™*™**  °J  yoar  declarations  into  Ae  country,  and 

„  Sound,  that  in  fome  places  where  there  were  good 

44  ™niflerstheJ  wfe  gained,  and  in  other  places  neglected. 

e  cannot  fay  there  have  been  any  great  tumults,  though 
£4  ^cut'on  of  the  orders  of  the  houfe  has  occafioned 
££  Some  Amg  tending  that  way.  In  fome  panfires  they  came  to 

£c  a,(d  m  omers  they  would  have  done  the  like,  if  care 

4£'  ao  not  been  taken  to  prevent  it.  At  St.  Giles’s  Cripple, 

•  gate,  the  panfhioners  were  almoft  at  daggers  drawing  about 
the  rails  of  the  communion-table,  which  they  would  not 

«  jCr  t0  ^em.oved*  Tile  iike  oppofition  was  made  to  the 
<c  Sfders'  <)f  tke  fto°Se  at  St.  George  Southwark,  St.  Mary 
tt  y^oinoth  St.  Botolph  Alderfgate,  and  a  few  other  places; 
out  in  molt  places  they  were  quiet.5’ 

Is  the  innovations  complained  of  were  according  to  law 
Bother  lords  nor  commons  had  authority  to  remove  them* 
ioi  in  a  time  or  publick  peace  and  tranquillity  a  vote  of 
pciT. lament  cannot  fufpend  or  fet  afide  the  laws,  but  if  they 
were  apparently  contrary  to  law ,  I  do  not  fee  why  either 
home  of  parliament,  or  even  the  parifhionersthemfelves,  by 
a  vote  01  their  vefhy,  might  not  order  them  to  be  taken 
au  y  «  Remai  table  are  the  words  of  Sir  Edward  Deerin & 
to  this  pin  pole;  I  he  orders  of  the  houfe  (fays  he)  are, 
d°pbtleft,  powerful,  if  grounded  upon  the  laws  of  the  land \ 
tig-on  this  wan  ant  we  may,  by  an  order,  enforce  anv 
“  thing  that  is  undoubtedly  fo  grounded;  and  by  the  fame 
ruse  we  may  abrogate  whatfoever  is  introduced  contrary  to 

f  Clarendon,  Vol.  i.  p.  295. 
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«  the  undoubted  foundation  of  your  laves ;  but  we  may  not 
rule  and  govern  by  arbitrary  and  difputable  orders,  efpe- 
“  daily  in  matters  of  religion.”* 

The  lords  difapproved  of  the  tumultuous  attempts  of  pri¬ 
vate  perfons,  and  punifhed  them  feverely.  Complaint  being 
made  by  the  inhabitants  of  St.  Saviours  Southwark,  of 
certain  perfons  who  had  pulled  down  the  rails  of  the  com¬ 
munion-table  in  an  infolent  and  riotous  mariner,  they  were 
fent  for  into  cuftody,  and  having  been  heard  by  their  counfel 
at  the  bar  of  the  houfe,  the  churchwardens  of  the  parifh 
were  ordered  to  fet  up  new  rails,  at  the  cods  and  charges  of 
the  offenders,  in  the  manner  they  had  flood  for  fifty  years 
before,  but  not  according  the  model  of  the  four  or  five  lafl 
years.f  The  rioters  alfo  were  enjoined  to  make  a  publick 
confeffion  of  their  fault  in  the  body  of  the  church  on  a 
fabbath  day,  when  the  congregation  fhould  be  prefent,  and 
to  fland  committed  to  the  Fleet,  during  the  pleafure  of  the 
houfe. X  Upon  another  complaint  of  the  parifhioners  of  Sr. 
Olave’s  Southwark,  againft  others  that  had  made  a  tumult 
in  their  church,  and  ufed  irreverend  fpeeches  during  the 
adminiflration  of  the  facrament ;  the  delinquents  were  fent 
for  into  cuftody,  and  after  hearing  they  were  committed  to 
the  KingVbench  for  fix  months,  without  bail  or  mainprize; 
and  ordered  to  fland  upon  an  high  flool  in  Cheapfide  and  in 
Southwark,  for  two  hours  on  a  market  day,  and  to  acknow¬ 
ledge  their  fault  publickly:  They  were  alfo  fined  twenty 
pounds,  and  to  find  fureties  for  their  good  behaviour;  but 
when  they  had  been  imprifoned  about  a  month,  upon  their 
humble  petition,  and  acknowledgment  of  their  mifdemeanors, 
they  were  releafed.  |j 

If  we  may  give  credit  to  the  petition  from  Canterbury, 
things  were  every  where  in  great  confufion ;  for  it  fays, 
“  That  the  religion  and  government  by  law  eflablifhed,  has 
“  been  of  late  moll  miferably  diftratted  by  ill-affe&ed  per- 
fons,  by  whofe  means  the  houfes  of  God  are  profaned, 
“  and  in  part  defaced;  the  miniflers  of  Chrift  are  contemned 
“  and  defpifed ;  the  ornaments,  and  many  utenfils  of  the 
“  church  are  abufed;  the  liturgy  book  of  common-prayer 

*  Rufhworth,  vol.i.  part  3,p.  391.  f  Nalfon’s  Coll.  vol.  ii.  p.  271,  322. 
t  Naifon’s  Coll.  vol.  ii.  p.  291,  292.  ||  lb,  p.  395. 
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“  depraved  and  negle&ed;  that  abfolute  model  of  prayer,  the 
“  Lord  s  prayer ,  vilified;  the  facraments  of  the  gofpel,  in 
“  fome  places,  rudely  adminiftered,  in  other  places  omitted; 

folemn  days  of  falling  obferved,  and  appointed  by  pri- 
“  vate  perfons;  marriages  illegally  folemnized;  burials  un- 
“  charitably  performed;  and  the  very  fundamentals  of  religion 
fub verted  by  the  publication  of  a  new  creed,  and  teaching 
cc  the  abrogation  of  the  moral  law;  many  ofFenfive  fermons 
ai e  pleached,  and  many  impious  pamphlets  printed.35 
Lord  Clarendon  fays,*  “  That  the  pulpits  were  fupplied  with 
“  feditious  and  fchifmatical  preachers.  That  in  order  to 
poifon  the  hearts  of  the  king’s  fubje&s,  care  was  taken 
cc  to  place  fuch  minifters  and  lefturers  in  the  moft  popular 
towns  and  parifhes,  as  abhorred  the  prefen t  government 
“  and  temperature  of  the  church  and  ftate;  and  then  adds, 
I  am  confident  there  was  not  from  the  beginning  of  this  par - 
c*  H ament ,  one  orthodox  or  learned  man  recommended  by  them 
to  any  church  in  England Strange!  when  fcarce  one 
was  recommended  who  had  not  been  educated  in  our  own 
univerfities,  and  fubfcribed  all  the  do&rinal  articles  of  the 
church  of  England!  But  his  majefty’s  language  is  more' 
fevere  in  his  declaration  of  Auguft  12,  1642.  “  Under 

“  pretence  of  encouraging  preaching  (fays  he)  they  have 
<c  erected  lectures  in  feveral  parifhes,  and  commended  fuch 
cc  lecturers  as  were  men  of  no  learning  nor  confcience,  but 
“  furious  promoters  of  the  moft  dangerous  innovations; 

“  many  having  taken  no  orders,  yet  were  recommended  by 
“  members  of  either  houfe  to  parifhes;  and  when  mechanick 
cc  perfons  have  been  brought  before  them  for  preaching  in 
<c  churches,  and  have  confefled  the  fame,  they  have  been 
4C  difmiffed  without  punifhment,  and  hardly  with  reprehen- 
fion.  All  perfons  of  learning,  and  eminency,  in  preaching, 
tc  and  of  fober  and  virtuous  converfation ;  of  great  examples 
in  their  lives,  and  even  fuch  as  among  thefe  men  had  been 
cc  of  greateft  eftimation,  and  fuffered  fomewhat  for  them, 
wTere  difcountenanced,  and  fuch  men  cherifhed,  who  boldly 
cc  preached  againft  the  government  of  the  church,  againft 
the  book  of  common-prayer,  againft  our  kingly,  lawful 
“  power,  and  againft  our  perfon.  Further,  a  licenfe  even 
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«  to  treafon  is  admitted  in  pulpits,  and  perfons  ignorant  in 
«  learning  and  underftanding,  turbulent  and  feditious  in  dif- 
“  pofition,  fcandalous  in  life,  and  unconformable  in  opinion 
tc  to  the  laws  of  the  land,  are  impofed  upon  parifhes,  to  in 
cc  feft  and  poifon  the  minds  of  our  people/’ - 

What  character  the  parliament  divines  had  for  learning, 
for  orthodoxy  of  do&rine,  and  fobriety  of  manners,  will 
appear  hereafter.  The  commons  in  their  reply  to  his  ma- 
jefty’s  declaration,  denied  the  whole  of  this  charge,  and 
averred,  “  that  they  were  careful  in  their  inquiries  into  the 
c‘  learning  and  morality  of  thofe  whom  they  recommended; 
<c  that  they  were  not  for  encouraging  faction  and  fchifin, 
“  but  for  preferring  thofe  who  were  for  a  parliamentary  re- 
66  formation  in  church  and  hate.  That  they  had  (hown  their 
46  refentments  againft  mobs  and  tumults,  and  againft  the 
cc  preaching  of  laymen;”*  for  when  they  were  informed  that 
Mr.  Robinfon,  Spencer ,  Banks ,  Durant ,  and  Green ,  being 
meer  laymen,  had  prefumed  to  preach  publickly,  they  fent 
for  them,  [June  7]  and  reprimanded  them  by  their  fpeaker 
in  thefe  words:  The  houfe  has  a  great  diflafte  of  your  pro¬ 
ceedings  ;  and  if  you  offend  at  any  time  in  the  like  kind  again , 
this  houfe  zvill  take  care  you  Jhall  be  feverely  punifhed . 

Far  be  it  from  me  to  apologize  for  the  furious  preachers 
of  thefe  times ;  though  it  will  appear  hereafter,  that  the 
complaints  of  the  royalifts  are  very  much  exaggerated.  It 
was  certainly  a  great  difad  vantage  to  the  parliament’s  caufe, 
that  they  could  not  get  a  good  fupply  of  learned  and  able 
preachers,  the  keys  of  admiffion  into  holy  orders  being  at 
this  time  in  the  hands  of  the  bilhops,  who  were  very  ftrift 
in  their  examination  into  the  political  principles  of  thofe 
they  ordained;  this  reduced  the  committee  to  the  neceffity 
of  admitting  fame  few  who  came  well  recommended  from 
New-England  or  Scotland,  and  had  been  only  ordained  by 
prefbyters ;  and  fuch  young  ftudents,  who,  producing  their  tef- 
timonials  from  the  univerfities,  were  allowed  to  preach  for 
fome  time  as  candidates .  They  were  under  the  like  difad- 
vantage  as  to  prefentations  or  induftions,  mod:  of  them  being 
in  the  hands  of  the  king  and  the  biihops. 

*  Nalfcn’s  Colle&ions,  vol.  ii.  p.  265,  zjoa 
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1  he  archbifhop  of  Canterbury  continued  to  ordain  cjer- 
gymen  of  his  own  principles  in  the  Tower;  whereupon  the 
houle  of  lords  ordered,  [Oftoher  28]  that  his  jurifdiaion 
mould  be  fequeftered,  and  adminiftered  by  his  inferior  officers, 
till  he  fhould  be  acquitted  of  the  charge  of  high  treafon  that 
was  againft  him.  His  grace  often  admitted  fuch  clergymen 
to  livings  as  weie  obnoxious  to  the  two  houfes,  infomuch 
that  the  loids  found  it  neceffary  to  enjoin  him  to  acquaint 
tiimi  noufe  with  the  names  of  fuch  perfons  as  he  nominated 
to  any  ecclefiaftical  benefice,  promotion,  or  dignity,  v/ith- 
in  his  difpofal,  to  be  approved  of  firfl  by  the  houfe,  before 
they  were  collated  or  inflituted.  On  the  other  hand,  when 
a  minifler  was  chofen  by  the  parifhioners,  and  recommended 
to  his  grace  for  admiffion,  if  he  did  not  like  his  principles 
and  character,  he  would  either  except  againft  him,  or  fuifer 
the  living  to  lapfe  to  the  crown.  This  created  him  new 
enemies,  and  kept  alive  the  refentments  of  the  commons. 
At  length  the  archbifhop  acquainted  the  king  with  his  cafe, 
who  fent  him  a  peremptory  letter,  requiring  him  66  that  as 
“  often  as  any  benefice,  or  other  fpiritual  promotion,  fhould 
“  become  void  within  his  gift,  to  difpofe  of  it  only  to  fuch 
perfons  as  his  majefly  fhould  nominate  ;  and  that  if  either 
“  or  both  houfes  fhould  command  him  otherwife,  he  fhould 
then  let  it  fall  in  lapfe  to  the  crown. As  foon  as  the 
houfes  were  acquainted  with  this,  they  publifhed  an  order 
of  their  own,  requiring  the  archbifhop  to  difpofe  of  no  be- 
nefice  or  fpiritual  promotion  that  fhould  become  void  at  any 
time  before  his  trial,  without  the  leave  and  order  of  the  two 
houfes  at  Weflminfler.  Such  was  the  ftruggle  between  the 
king  and  parliament  for  the  pulpits!  It  being  thought  of 
great  confequence  on  both  fides,  to  fill  them  with  men  of 
their  own  principles,  who  would  be  zealous  in  the  caufe  irn 
which  they  were  feverally  engaged. 

All  the  bifliops  wTere  under  a  cloud,  and  in  no  degree  of 
favour  either  with  the  parliament  or  people,  except  the 
bifliop  of  Lincoln ,  who,  having  fome  years  been  in  prifon,  had 
no  fliare  in  the  late  innovations.  This  prelate,  in  the  recefs 
of  parliament,  vifited  his  diocefe;  and  exhorted  the  people 
in  his  fermons  to  keep  to  their  lawful  minifler,  and  not  go 
after  tub  preachers  in  conventicles .  He  acquainted  them  with 
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the  laws,  and  told  them  that  no  power  couid  protect  them 
from  the  penalty  of  ftatutes  unrepealed.  cc  Look  back  (fays 
“  his  lordfhip)  from  the  beginning  of  queen  Elizabeth .  Can 
tc  the  gofpel  Hand  better  againft  the  church  of  Rome  than 
it  has  done  under  the  bifttops,  liturgy,  and  canons?  1  here- 
u  fore  don't  abandon  the  good  old  way,  for  another  which 
you  do  not  know  how  much  evil  may  be  in  it.”  But  his 
rhetorick  had  very  little  eileft;  nor  did  the  parliament  ap¬ 
prove  of  his  conduft,  at  a  time  when  his  majefty  was  out 
of  the  kingdom,  and  when  it  was  refolved  to  attempt  fomc 
confiderable  alterations  in  the'  hierarchy.. 

The  diftraeftionsin  the  Jlate  were  no  lefs  threatening  than 
thofe  of  the  church.  The  plague  was  in  the  city  of  London, 
which  dlfperfed  the  members,  fo  that  they  could  hardly 
make  a  houfe.  The  difbanding  the  army  infefted  the  roads 
with  highway-men,  infomuefr  that  it  was  hardly  fafe  to  travel 
from  one  town  to  another.  The  officers  (many  of  whom 
were  papifts)  crouded  to  London,  and  took  lodgings  about 
Covent-Garden  and  Whitehall,  under  pretence  of  receiving 
the  remainder  of  their  pay;  thefe  behaved  with  unufual  in¬ 
dolence,  and  ftruck  terror  into  the  minds  of  the  people. 
The  mob  was  frequently  up  in  one  part  of  the  town  or  ano¬ 
ther;  one  while  they  threatened  the  pope’s  nuncio,  and 
another  while  the  queen  mother,. upon  which  they  retired 
out  of  the  kingdom;  but  the  queen  herfelf  flood. by  her 
friends;  (he  had  a  convent  of  capuchins  in  her  court,  and 
protected  great  numbers  of  the  king’s  fubje&s  and  others, 
from  the  fentence  of  the  laws.  The  lord  mayor  was  com¬ 
manded  to  bring  in  a  lift  of  popift  recufants  about  London; 
and  all  the  papifts  in  the  feveral  counties  were  ordered  to  be 
difarmed;  “  which  though  it  had  little  or  no  effeft  (fays 
lord  Clarendori) ||  ferved  to  keep  up  fears  and  apprehensions 
in  the  people  of  dangers  and  defigns;”  which  will  appear 
prefently  not  to  have  been  groundlefs.  This  was  the  me¬ 
lancholy  ftate  of  the  nation,  when  on  a  hidden  it  was  thun- 
der-ftruck  with  the  furprifmg  news  of  one  of  the  mold  bar¬ 
barous  maffacres  of  the  proteftants  in  Ireland,  that  the  re¬ 
cords  of  any  age  or  nation  can  produce. 
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Loui  Clarendon  is  of  opinion,  that  the  parliament,  inftead 
ot  adjourning,  fhould  now  have  broken  up  and  returned 
Home,  lince  the  principal  grievance  of  church  and  hate  had 
been  redretted,  and  the  conftitution  fecured  by  the  aft  for 
triennial  parliaments.  But  not  to  trouble  the  reader  with 
arfairs  of  hate;  what  religious  grievances  were  aftually  re- 
adieo.  except  the  fliortening  the  power  of  the  fpiritual 
courts  by  the  afts  for  abolihiing  the  court  of  high  commi/Ron 
wd  /lar  chamber  ?  not  one  of  the  late  innovations  were 
abol lined  by  law;  nor  was  there  any  alteration  in  the  liturgy 
or  form  of  church  government.  The  foie  power  of  the 
bifhops  m  ordination  and  jurifdidion  remained  to  be  regulated; 
nor  was  there  any  reformation  of  deans  and  chapters;  all 
which  the  puritans  hoped  for  and  expefted.  In  fhort,  the 
\\nole  government  of  the  church  remained  entire,  notwith- 
f tandmg  the  fierce  attacks  of  the  commons  againh  it.  The 
aft  for  triennial'  parliaments  will  appear  not  to  have  been 
a  fufficient  fecurity  to  the  conftitution ,  if  we  confider  how 
many  afts  of  parliament  the  king  and  his  arbitrary  minifters 
had  broke  through  the  I  aft  fifteen  years;  that  his  majefty 
haci  ftill  the  fame  principles,  and  was  like  to  be  in  the  fame 
hands  upon  the  diifolution  of  this  parliament.  Befides,  it 
was  faid  that  tnefe  laws  had  been  extorted  from  him  by 
foice,  and  ui  ere fore  were  not  binding;  and  if  a  parliament 
fhould  oe  called  after  three  years,  that  it  was  diffolvable  at 
pleafme;  fo  that  in  all  probability  things  would  have  re¬ 
turned  to  the  old  channel  if  the  parliament  had  now  diffolved 
tnemfelves.  Suppofmg  therefore,  but  not  admitting,  that 
tiie  principal  grievances  of  church  and  hate  had  been  re¬ 
el  relied,  I  leave  it  with  the  reader,  whether  in  the  prefent 
fit  u  at  ion  of  affairs,  a  meer  redrefs  of  paft  grievances  was 

iufficient  without  fome  fecurity  againft  the  return  of  the  like 
in  time  to  come. 

Among  the  remarkable  divines  who  died  about  this  time 
Was  Dr.  John  Davenant  bifliop  of  Salijhury ,  born  in  London, 
and  educated  a  fellow-commoner  in  Oueen’s-College,  Cam¬ 
bridge,  of  which  he  was  afterwards  matter,  and  lady  Mar¬ 
garet  pp  rofeiior  in  the  fame  imiverfity.  He  was  a  celebrated 
calv  iiitt,  and  one  of  thofe  divines  appointed  by  king  James 
to  reprefent  the  church  of  England  at  the  fynod  of  Dort, 
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where  he  behaved  with  great  prudence  and  moderation ; 
and  upon  his  return  to  England  v/as  preferred  to  the  bifhop- 
rick  of  Salifbury;  but  in  the  beginning  of  the  reign  of 
king  Charles  he  became  obnoxious  to  the  court,  for  ventur- 
ing^to  preach  on  the  doftrine  of  predejlination ,  contrary  to 
his  majefty’s  declaration,  and  was  forced  to  make  his  fub- 
miffion  before  the  privy  council.  He  was  a  quiet  and  peace¬ 
able  prelate,  humble  and  charitable,  a  ftrift  obferver  of  the 
fabbath,  an  enemy  to  the  pomp  and  luxury  of  the  clergy, 
and  one  who  lamented  the  high  proceedings  of  the  court. 
He  had  a  great  reputation  in  foreign  parts  for  profound  learn¬ 
ing,  and  an  unblemifhed  life;  and  after  he  had  enjoyed  his 
bifhoprick  about  twenty  years,  ended  his  days  in  peace  and 
honour,  April  20,  1641,  a  little  before  the  beginning  of  the 
troubles  that  afterwards  came  upon  the  church  a.nd  kingdom.  |[ 
He  died  of  a  confumption,  and  a  few  hours  before  his  death 
prayed  pathetically  for  a  quarter  of  an  hour;  hlejjtng  God  for 
his  fatherly  correction,  for af much  as  his  whole  life  having  been 
full  of  mercy,  he  had  been  ready  to  doubt ,  whether  he  was  a 
true  child  cf  God  till  this  laft  ficknefs .§ 

Dr.  Richard  Montague  bifhop  of  Norwich,  wTas  a  divine 
of  a  different  character;  he  was  born  in  Weftminfter,  edu¬ 
cated  in  Eaton-College,  and  afterwards  fellow  of  King’s- 
College.  Mr.  Fuller  fays  he  was  a  celebrated  Grecian,  and 
church  antiquary,  well  read  in  the  fathers,  but  a  fuperflitious 
admirer  of  church  ceremonies.*  He  was  a  thorough  armi - 
nian,  a  creature  of  archbifhop  Laud’s,  and  an  ill  inftrumenr 
between  the  king  and  parliament  in  the  late  times,  and  there¬ 
fore  voted  unfit  for  any  church  preferment ;  but  when  the 


|[  Fuller’s  Worthies,  b.  ii.  p.  207,  and  Church  Hiftory,  b.  xi.  p.  176. 

§  This  eminent  and  worthy  prelate  was  a  benefactor  to  Queen’s-college 
in  Cambridge ;  giving  to  it  the  perpetual  advowfons  of  the  reCtories  of 
Cheverel-Magna  and  Newton-Tony  in  Wiltfhire,  and  a  rent-charge  of  3  il. 
1  os.  per  annum  for  the  founding  of  two  bible-derks,  and  buying  books  for 
the  library  in  the  fame  college.  Biogr.  Britan,  vol.  iv.  2d  edi.  p.  63 1 .  Ed. 

*  Fuller's  words,  as  Dr.  Grey  obferves,  are,  “  But  all  his  diocefe  being 
<f  not  fo  well  Ikilled  in  antiquity  as  himfelf,  fome  charged  him  with  fuper- 
ftitious  urging  of  ceremonies.”  He  is  allowed  to  have  urged  ceremonies ; 
but  according  to  Fuller  and  Dr.  Grey>  that  is  not  fuperftition,  though  they 
be  unauthorised  by  fcripture,  if  they  be  fanctioned  by  antiquity.  Ed. 

H  h  2  king 
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king  refolved  to  govern  without  parliaments,  his  majefty 
preferred  him  firft  to  the  bifhoprick  of  Chichefter,  and  then 
to  Norwich,  where  he  {hewed  his  zeal  for  the  church,  by  a 
vigorous  and  illegal  profecution  of  the  puritans .  ~  He  was 
accufed  by  the  prefent  parliament,  for  fuperflitious  innova¬ 
tions;  and  would  no  doubt  have  felt  their  refentments,  if 
he  had  not  gone  (as  Mr.  Fuller  expreffes  itf)  a  more  com¬ 
pendious  way,  to  anfwer  for  all  his  proceedings  in  the  high 
court  of  heaven.  He  died  April  12,  1641. 

The  Rev.  Mr.  John  Eaton ,  M.  A.  and  vicar  of  Wickham- 
Market,  was  born  in  Kent  1575,  and  of  a  peculiar  mould, 
(fays  Mr.  Eachard\ )  very  paradoxical  in  his  opinions,  and, 
reckoned  a  great  antinomian ,  and  one  of  the  founders  of  that 
fe£f,  for  which  he  more  than  once  fuffered  imprifonment. 
His  chief  performance  was  a  book  entitled,  The  Honeycomb 
of  free  juflification  by  Chriji  alone;  for  which  he  was  im- 
prifoned  in  the  Gate-houfe  at  Weftminfter.  Mr.  Eachard 
admits,  that  by  means  of  his  zeal,  his  exemplary  patience, 
and  piety,  he  was  exceedingly  admired  in  the  neighbourhood 
where  he  lived,  and  ftrangely  valued  for  many  years  after 
his  death.  In  truth,  though  he  committed  fome  miftakes  in 
his  aifertions  about  the  doftrines  of  grace,  he  was  never- 
thelefs  (fays  JVIr.  Archdeacon)  a  pattern  of  faith,  holinefs, 
and  chearfulnefs  in  his  fufferings,  to  fucceeding  generations. 
He  died  in  the  67th  year  of  his  age. 

f  Book  xi.  p.  194.  t  Ath.  Ox.  vol.  ii.  p.  1  ~6. 
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From  the  re-affembling  of  the  Parliament ,  to  the  King’*  leav¬ 
ing  his  Palace  of  Whitehall,  Jan.  10,  1641-2. 

f  \ 

I  BEFORE  his  majefty  left  Scotland,  advice  came  to  Lon- 
5  cfbm  ["Nov.  i]  of  a  general  infurreftion  of  the  papifts 
in  Ireland,  and  of  a  moft  cruel  and  bloody  malhicre  of  the 
proteftants  of  that  kingdom.*  The  projeft  of  an  miurrec- 
tion  was  formed  in  the  months  of  March  and  Apiil  1641, 
not  without  the  privity  of  the  Englifti  court,  and  executed 
Oft.  23  following;  no  information  of  it  having  been  given 
to  the  proteftants  till  the  very  night  before  it  was  to.  take 
place,  when  it  was  too  late  to  prevent  the  effe&s  of  it  in  the 
country,  and  almoft  to  fave  the  city  or  Dublin  itlelf.  vk  hen 
the  exprefs  that  brought  the  news  was  read  m  the  houfe,  it 
produced  a  general  filence  for  a  time,  ail  men  being  ftiuck 
with  horror.  When  it  was  told  without  doors  it  flew  like 
flaflies  of  lightning,  and  fpread  univerfal  terror  over  the  . 
whole  kingdom.  Every  day,  and  almoft  every  hour,  pro- 

*  A  fair  judgement  of  this  horrid  affair,  it  may  be  obferved,  cannot.be 
formed  without  confidering  it  in  connection  with  the  caufes  that  led  to  it. 

It  fhould  be  viewed  as  the  refult  of  various  circumftances,  which  for  a  courfe 
of  years  had  irritated  the  minds  of  the  Irifh,  and  at  laft  raifed  them  to  a 
pitch  of  phrenzy  and  cruelty,  of  which  we  cannot  read  without  being  Block¬ 
ed  at  the  recital.  The  Irifh.  had  been  purfued  with  a  conftant,  rigorous, 
and  unremitting  perfection.  They  had  fuffered  extortions,  imprifonments, 
and  excommunications,  1  heir  eftates  had  been  feized  under  the  pretext 
of  a  judicial  enquiry  into  defective  titles,  in  which  enquiry  verdi&s  againft 
them  w'ere  extorted  from  jurors.  They  had  been  heavily  taxed  for  their 
fuperft  itions,  and  totally  precluded  the  exercife  of  their  religion.  Their  ap¬ 
plication  to  Charles  I.  for  a  toleration  had  been  fcornfully  rejected,  in  con- 
fequence  of  a  protection  againft  it,  drawn  up  by  the  primate  IJJher,  and 
twelve  bifhops.  The  detail  of  their  fufferings  may  be  feen  in  “Jones's 
«  letter  to  the  united  Societies  of  Belfaft.”  By  which  it  will  appear,  that 
from  the  reformation  they  had  been  the  vi&ims  of  religious  persecution  and 
civil  dev  aflat  ion',  as  (to  ufe  the  author’s  words)  almost  to  juftify,  but 
certainly  to  extenuate  the  dreadful  enfuing  period  of  1641.  Ed. 
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duced  new  meffengers.  of  raifery,  who  brought  further  in¬ 
telligence  of  the  mercilefs  cruelty  of  the  papifts  towards  the 

poor  proteffants,  whofe  very  name  they  threatened  to  extir- 
pate  out  the  kingdom. 

On  the  day  appointed,  between  twenty  and  thirty  thou- 
land  of  the  native  *  Irifli  appeared  in  arms  in  the  northern 
counties,  and  having  fecured  the  principal  gentlemen,  and 
their  effe&s,  they  murdered  the  common  people  in 
coaI  blood,  forcing  many  thoufands  to  fly  from  their  houfes 
and  fettlemenrs,  naked  into  the  bogs  and  woods,  where  they 
penlhed  with  hunger  and  cold.  No  ties  of  friendfhip,  neigh- 
bourhood,  or  confanguinity,  were  capable  of  foftening  their 
obdurate  hearts,  in  a  caufe  which  they  called  the  caufe  of 
loyalty  and  religion .  Some  they  whipped  to  death ;  others 

they  flript  naked  and  expofed  to  fhame,  and  then  drove  them, 
Ime  heids  of  fwine,  to  perifh  in  the  mountains;  many  hun¬ 
dreds  were  drowned  in  rivers;  fome  had  their  throats  cut; 
others  were  difmembered.  With  fome  the  execrable  'villains 
made  themfelves  fport,  trying  who  could  hack  deepeft  into 
an  Enghfhman’s  flefh.  Hufbands  were  cut  to  pieces  in  the 
prefence  of  their  wives;  wives  and  young  virgins  abufed  in 
the  fight  of  their  neareft  relations ;  nay  .they  taught  their 
children  to  ftrip  and  kill  the  children  of  the  Engfifh,  and 
dafh  out  their  brains  againft  the  (tones.  Forty  or  fifty  thou- 
fand  were  maflfacred  after  this  manner  in  a  few  days,  without 
diftin&ion  of  age,  fex,  or  quality,  before  they  fufpecfed  their 
danger,  or  had  time  to  provide  for  their  defence.  In  a  few 
weeks  the  infurrection  was  fo  general,  that  they  took  pof- 
feffion  of  whole  counties,  murdering  the  inhabitants,  plun¬ 
dering  their  houfes,  and  killing  or  driving  away  their  cattle. 
Multitudes  of  poor  diftrefied  creatures  and  families  fled  naked 
and  half  ftarved  find  to  Dublin,  and  from  thence  to  England, 
with  death  and  defpair  in  their  countenances.  At  length  the 
Irifli  army  having  ravaged  all  the  northern  counties,  blocked 
up  the  city  of  Dublin  itfelf,  with  all  the  poor  diftrefied  pro- 
t  eft  ants  who  had  taken  i  an  cfu  ary  in  it;  but  not  being  mafters 
of  the  lea,  the  city  was  relieved,  and  part  of  the  country 
fccured,  till  the  parliament  was  at  leifure  to  pour  out  all 
their  vengeance  upon  the  heads  of  the  murderers,  by  the 
hands  of  the  victorious  and  terrible  Oliver  Cromwell.  . 
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The  frequent  exprefles*  which  prefled  one  after  another 
to  England,  with  the  multitudes  of  dift refled [  creatures  that 
o-ot  paflage  into  feveral  parts  of  the  kingdom,  filled  the  heal  ts 
of  all  true  proteftants  with  infinite  conjectures,  and  prodi¬ 
gious  imaginations  of  treafonable  defigns  againfl  this  as  well 
as  the  neighbouring  kingdom.  They  were  afraid,  and  not 
without  reafon,  that  a  fecond  part  of  this  tragedy  might  be 
a&ed  on  themfelves;  the  parliament  therefore  ordered  them- 
felves  a  guard  of  train-bands,  and  entered  immediately  into 
meafures  to  fecure  the  nation  from  the  impending  ftoiin. 

But  before  we  difmifs  the  Irifh  infurreChon  and  maffacre, 
it  will  not  be  improper  to  trace  it  from  it’s  original,  and  en¬ 
quire  into  the  authors,  and  the  feveral  parties  concerned  in  it. 
The  earl  of  Antrim  and  fir  Phetim  O'Neal,  who  were  at  the 
head  of  the  Irifh  catholicks,  having  acquainted  the  pope’s 
nuncio,  and  feme  of  the  priefts  about  the  queen,  how  eafily 
they  could  afliime  the  government  of  Ireland,  and  affifl  the 
king  againfl  the  Englifh  puritans ,  letters  were  wrote  in  the 
queen’s  name,  and.  perhaps  in  the  king  $,*  authonzing  them 
to  take  up  arms  and  feize  the  government. J  The  Ii  ifh  ie- 
ceived  the  orders  with  pletifure;  and  concluded  fuither 
among  themfelves,  that  it  was  necefiary  at  the  fame  time  to 
extirpate  the  proteftants  out  of  that  kingdom  before  they 
could  with  fafety  tranfport  their  army  into  England.  That 
this  was  their  defign,  appears  from  their  remonflrance,  pub- 
1  filled  upon  the  very  day  of  the dnfurre&ion,  in  which  they 
fay,  “  That  having  fome  liberty  of  religion  granted  them 

*  Dr.  Grey  is  fevere  in  Ills  animadverfions  on  Mr.  Neal's  inljnuation, 
that  the  Englifh  court  and  even  the  king  were  privy  to  the  Trifh  infurrec- 
tion.  Bifhop  Warhurtcn,  on  the  fame  ground,  has  impeached  our  autlior  s 
Candor  and  impartiality :  our  reply  to  whom,  in  the  two  following  notes, 
will  ferve  as  an  anfwer  to  Dr.  Grey.  I  will  add  here,  that  Mi.  Baxter  lays, 

that  the  foberer  part  could  not  believe  that  the  Irifh  rebels  had  the  king  s 

commiffion.”  (His  Life,  p.  29,  folio.)  A  deed  was  palled  on  the  credu¬ 
lous  with,  that  name,  by  affixing  to  it  the  great  feal  taken  off  from  fome 
grant  or  patent.  The  diftinaion  which  Mr.  Neal  afterwards  makes  be¬ 
tween  the  iniurre&ion  and  the  maffiacre,  is  juftified  by  what  bifhop  Bur  n't 
afferts  in  a  paffage  quoted  in  the  beginning  of  the  paragraph,  where  this 
diftin£lion  occurs.  Rufhworth’s  Colleaion,  part.  iii.  vol.  i.  p.  402.  Ed. 


t  Prynne’s  Introduction,  p.  220,  to  252.  Burnet’s  Hiftory,  Life  and  Tidies, 
vol.  i.  p.  55.  Edinburgh  edit.  Rulfiworth,  vol.  iv.  p.  398,  &c, 
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by  the  king,  they  perceived  the  parliament  was  wreftin? 
iis  majcfty  s  prerogative  from  him,  in  order  to  extinguiih 
tiieir  religion;  therefore  to  fupport  his  majefty’s  prero¬ 
gative,  and  to  confirm  his  royal  and  ever  happy  love  to 
them  they  had  taken  up  arms ;  and  accordingly  bound 
•  themfelves  to  one  another  by  the  following  oath : 

..  .  THAT  they  would  maintain  the  Roman  Catholick  re¬ 
ligion  ;  that  they  would  bear  true  faith  and  allegiance  to  the 
nag  and  his  heirs,  and.  defend  him  and  them  with  their 
i-ees  and  ejlates,  againft  all  perfons  that  fhould  endeavour 
to  Jupprefs  t a e  prerogative,  or  do  any  ads  contrary  to  regal 
• government ,  to  the  power  and  privilege  of  parliaments,  and 
io  the  rights  and  -privileges  of  the  fubjecl” 

i  Tlwy  called  themfelves  the  queen’s  army,  and  pubfilh- 
cd  a  proclamation  from  their  camp  at  Newry,  declaring  that 
th,y  ached  by  me  king  s  commiffion,  under  the  great  feal  of 
' icodand,  dated  at  Edinburgh  Oct.  i,  1641,  and  by  letters 
under  his  fign  manual,  of  the  fame  date  with  the  com- 
miilion  which  I  believe,  with  lord  Clarendon,  was  a  for¬ 
gery  ;  though  it  is  a  little  unaccountable,  that  his  maiefiv 
ihoukd  never  by  any  publick  aft  or  declaration  of  his  own 
Cieai  himlelf  of  io  vise  a  calumny.  However,  though  the 
King  gave  out  no  commijf.onf  there  is  too  much  reafon  to 

itllatrt,lle  hftEEN  and  her  popifli  council,  and  even 
th eking  himfelf,  were  not  unacquainted  with  the  defign  of  an 
in  uneftion  before  it  took  place;  and  that  her  majefly  gave 
it  all  the  countenance  file  could  with  fafety:  but  when  thefe 
bloody  butchers  over-afted  their  parts  to  fnch  a  degree, Is 
to  maiTacie  neai  two  hundred  thoufand  proteilants  in  cold 

5  Bifnop  Warburton  taxes  the  Mowing  infimmtions  againft  the  kinc  as 
being certainly  very  unjuft  and  groundlefs.”  The  reader  will  obferve, 
that  IVir.  Aeat.s  mfmuations  go  no  further  than  that  the  kin*  was  ac¬ 
quainted  with,  if  he  did  not  encourage, _  the  defign  of  the  Irifh  to  appear  in 
arms.  TxC  l  y  no  mt.<xns  charges  him  with  consenting  or  being  privy  to  the 
jTiaftfLCj  e.  ^  As  to  Ae^  hand  he  had  in  the  rebellion,  two  modern  hiltorians 
f  f-7*  candour,  fully  itated  the  evidence  pro  and  con*  Dr.  Harris 
j’7'-  - C)  or  C varies  1.  p,  33^* — 35  * •  Mr$.  Hlacauley ,  vol.  iii.  p.  84. 

9 c  ’  note*  i  1  cm. tne  arguments  Hated  by  thefe  writers  it  will  appear, 
that  there  were  certainly  grounds  for  Mr.  iWw/’s  infmuations,  and  if  fo/they 
Cannot  be  very  unjit  ft* 
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blood,  to  make  way  for  their  tyranny,  it  was  time  for  all 
parties  to  difown  them. 

Bifhop  Burnet  obferves,  “  That  in  the  firft  defign  of  an 
«  infurreftion  there  was  no  thought  of  a  majffacre ;  this  came 
«  into  their  heads  as  they  were  contriving  methods  of  exe- 
«  curing  it;  and  as  the  people  were  governed  by  the  pricfts, 
«  thefe  were  the  men  that  let  on  the  Irifli  to  all  the  blood 
“  and  cruelty  that  followed/7  There  was  a  confultation  at 
the  abbey  of  Multifernan  in  the  county  of  Weft-Meath, 
where  it  was  debated,  what  courfe  ftiould  be  taken  with 
the  proteftants;  fome  were  for  expelling  them,  as  the  king 
of  Spain  did  the  Moors ;  others  preffed  to  have  them  uni- 
verfally  cut  off;  but  not  coming  to  a  conclufiom,  they  left 
the  army  to  aft  at  difcretion.*  How  far  the  pope’s  nuncio 
and  the  queen’s  council  might  be  confulted  about  the  mat 
facre,  is  a  fecret;  if  we  diftinguilh  between  the  infurreftion , 
in  order  to  affume  the  government  into  the  hands  of  the 
Irifli  papifts,  and’  the  maffacre  which  attended  it,  we  may 
conclude  without  any  breach  of  charity,  that  the  Englifh 
court'J  admitted  of  the  former,  though  they  might  wafli  their 
hands  of  the  latter. 

The  parliament,  in  their  declaration  of  March  9,  1641, 
fay,  that  the  rebellion  in  Ireland  was  framed  and  contrived 
in  England,  and  that  they  had  taken  feveral  depofitions, 
proving,  that  the  Englifh  papifts  were  to  raife  about  the 
fame  time;f  that  the  rebels  faid  they  afted  by  the  king’s 
authority;  that  they  called  themfelves  the  queen's  army ,  and 
declared,  that  their  purpofe  was  to  come  to  England  after  they 
had  done  in  Ireland ,  to  recover  the  royal  prerogative ,  wrejled 
from  him  by  the  puritan  faction  in  the  houfe  of  commons .  Mr. 
Pym  declared  in  parliament,  that  feveral  difbanded  officers 
and  foldiers  of  the  king’s  army  went  over  to  Ireland,  and 
lifted  among  the  rebels  by  the  king’s  exprefs  warrant,  which 

1  \  '  \  ■  4 

*  Nalfon’s  Collections,  vol.  ii.  p.  633. 

* 

%  If  by  the  court  here  be  meant  the  king,  Bifhop  Warburton  condemns 
Mr.  Neal,  as  “  fcandaloufly  uncharitable.”  It  is  moll  reasonable  to  explain 
Mr.  Neal  by  himfelf;  and  the  parties,  whom  he  particularized,  in  this  very 
fenter.ee,  are  the  queen  and  the  pope’s  nuncio.  Ed. 

f  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  41$,  4Z0,  folio  edition, 

his 
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his  Majcfty  denied;  but  when  the  matter  was  examined  it 
appeared  that  his  authority  had  been  abufed  by  fome  who 
were  very  near  his  perfon. 

The  concern  of  the  court  in  this  dark  affair  is  further 
evident  from  the  relation  of  the  earl  of  Effex,  who  told 
bifhop  Burnet,  “  That  he  had  taken  all  the  pains  he  could 

*  to  enquire  into  the  original  of  the  Irilh  massacre,  but 

t,  C0lql  not  ^ee  reafon  to  believe  the  king  was  acceffary  to 

*  it;  but  he  did  believe  that  the  queen  did  hearken  to  the 
piopontions  made  by  the  Irilh,  who  undertook  to  take  the 
government  of  Ireland  into  their  hands,  which  they 
thought  they  could  eafily  perform,  and  then  they  promifed 
to  allid  the  king  againlt  the  hot  fpirits  at  Weffminfter. 

With  this  the  m  fur  reef  ion  began,  and  all  the  Irilh  believed 

*  the  queen  encouraged  it. 

*  ^  n  -Was  a  father  difeovery  of  this  faft  at  the  reflora- 

5  1  p  Charles  II.  when  the  marquis  of  Atitrim^  who 

-Ucj  )Ctn  at  r';e  head  of  the  rebellion,  and  whofe  eftate 

*  p  . »  ,  j  ^  ^  v7>  iriielr  like  to  be  excluded 

tne  act  of  indemnity,  came  to  London  to  petition  his  ma* 
jvtty  to^  examine  the  warrants  he  had  ached  upon*  Ac¬ 
cordingly  a  committee  of  council  was  appointed,  and  the 
marquis  produced  fome  letters  from  the  king,  which  did  not 
amount  to  a  fun  proof;  but  in  one  of  them  the  king  fays, 
that  he  was  not  then  at  Ieifure,  but  referred  himfelf  to  the 
tjhcen  s  lea  zei ,  and  [aid,  that  was  all  one  as  if  he  writ  himfelf.^ 
L'poi)  tnis  foundation  the  marquis  produced  a  feries  of  his 
own  letters  to  the  queen,  in  which  he  gave  her  an  account  of 
every  one  of  th of e  particulars  that  were  laid  to  his  charge ,  and 
fenced  the  grounds  he  went  upon ,  and  de fired  her  majefy V 
direction  to  every  one  of  the fe ;  and  he  had  anfwers  ordering 

-f  fo  invalidate  t he  argument  drawn  from  the  defence  which  the  mar- 
fliIS  °f  Antrim  fet  up.  Dr.  Grey  urges,  that  the  marquis  had  not  the  lead 
conc1  *r n  in  the  maf  acre  or  find  inhirreftion,  and  refers  to  the  evidence  of 
this  produced  by  the  Rev.  Thomas  Cart ,  in  a  piece  entitled,  “  The  Irilh 
Mai  fa  ere  fet  in  a  true  hgnt/’  2715.  Dr.  Harris  notices  the  fame  argu¬ 
ment,^  as  advanced  by  Mr.  Hume ;  but  he  denies  the  matter,  and  fays,  that 
nothing  is  more  certain  tnanthat  Antrim  had  a  hand  in  the  firlt  rebellion 
hf  Ireland.’1'  Qf  this  he  brings  various  proofs. 

Lrfe  of  Charles  l,  p.  350.  Ed. 
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him  to  do  as  he  did.  This  affair  (fays  the  bifliop§)  the 
queen  herfelf,  who  was  then  at  court,  efpoufed  with  great 
zeal,  and  faid.  Are  was  bound  to  five  him.  So  a  report  was 
drawn  up  by  the  committee,  declaring,  That  he  had  fully 
juftified  himfelf  in  every  thing;  but  the  earl  of  Northumber¬ 
land,  who  was  chairman,  refufed  to  fet  his  hand  to  it,  faying. 
He  was  j'orry  the  marquis  had  produced  fuel)  warrants ;  but 
he  did  not  think  that  they  outght  to  ferve  his  turn ,  for  he  did 
not  believe  that  any  warrant  from  the  king  or  queen  coula  juJlijy 
fo  much  bloodjhed ,  in  fo  many  black  injlances  as  were  laid  againfi 
him.  Upon  the  earl’s  refilling  to  fign  the  report  the  reft  of  • 
the  committee  declined  it,  and  there  it  dropt;  wheieupou. 
the  king  himfelf  writ  over  to  the  duke  ol  Ormond ,  that  he 
had  fo  vindicated  himfeff,  that  he  mull  lllIQ 
the  act  of  indemnity;  but  the  lord  Mazarine  and  others  not 
being  fatisfied  to  give  their  vote  in  favour  of  fuch  a  criminal, 
notwithstanding  the  inftructions  they  had  received  from  Eng¬ 
land,  the  marquis  was  obliged  in  his  own  defence  to  produce 
in  the  houfe  of  commons  a  letter  from  king  Charles  I.  writ 
with  his  own  hand ,  giving  him  exprefs  orders  to  take  up  arms', l 
upon  which  he  was  pardoned,  and  his  eftate  reftored, 

1  In 

§  Barnet’s  Hift.  Life  and  Times,  vol.  i.  54,  55.  Edin.  Ed. 

%  Here  Dr.  Grey  afks,  “  And  what  is  all  this  to  the  Irifh  maftacre?  The 
c<  letter  (it  is  plain)  related  to  his  joining  Mont r of e  in  Scotland.”  To 
prove  this  the  doftor  appeals  to  the  letter  of  king  Charles  II.  quoted  in  the 
next  paragraph;  in  which  his  majefty  exprefsly  allows,  that  the  marquis 
was  inftrufted"  to  draw  fome  forces  from  Ireland  for  the  fervice  of  Scotland. 
And,  on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Cart ,  he  refers  to  an  aft  of  parliament,  anno  1 7, 

1 8,  Car.  II.  in  which,  the  king,  fpeaking  of  his  letter  to  the  duke  of  Ormond, 
fays,  It  was  only  to  declare ,  that  the  marquis  of  Antrim  was  employed  in 
“  Ireland  to  procure  what  forces  he  could  from  thence,  to  be  traniported 
“  into  Scotland  for  his  late  majefty ’s  fervice,  under  the  late  marquis  of 
“  Montrofe .”  Whoever  reads  king  Charles  II.  letter  which  is  given  at  full 
length  in  Ludlow's  “  Truth  brought  to  Light,”  a  pamphlet  printed  in 
1693,  in  anfwer  to  Dr.  Hollingworth ,  will  not  think  the  limitation  of  his 
majefty’s  meaning,  here  offered,  confident  with  the  ftrain  and  tenor  of  that 
letter,  which  refers  to  the  Irijb  rebellion  in  the  mo  ft.  general  terms  as  well 
as  {peaks  of  “  drawing  fome  forces  from  the  Irifh  for  the  fervice  of  Scot- 

land and  alludes  to  various  other  adiings  of  the  marquis  with  the  Irifh 
confederates.  It  was  proved,  on  the  trial  of  the  marquis’s  claim  to  be  inclu¬ 
ded  in  the  aft  of  indemnity,  that  he  was  to  have  had  a  hand  in  iurprifing  the 
caille  of  Dublin,  in  1641 ;  and  (even  other  charges  were  fubftantiated  againft 
fillip  After  a  trial  of  feven  hours,  the  king’s  letter  being  opened  and  read 
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In  the  letter  of  king  Charles  II.  to  the  duke  of  Ormond 
abovementioned,  under  his  majefty’s  own  hand,  and  entered 
in  the  fignet  office,  July  1 3,  1663/  Acre  is  this  remarkable 
paiTage,  u  lhat  the  referees  who  had  examined  the  mar- 
^  quis  [of  Antrim  s]  cafe,  had  declared  to  him,  that  they 
iicKt  Len  fevc ral  lettei  s  all  of  them  of  the  hand-zvr iting  of 
our  royal  father  to  the  faid  marquis ,  and  feveral  inflruftions 
“  concerning  his  treating  with  the  Irifh  in  order  to  the  king’s 
I  .  vic^,  oy  reducing  them  to  their  obedience,  and  by 
cc  drawing  fome  forces  from  them  for  the  fervice  of  Scot- 
ci  l^nd.  That  befides  letters  and  orders  under  his  majefty’s 
c>  owrn  hand,  there  was  fafficient  evidence  and  teftimony  of 
icveral  meffages  and  directions  fent  from  our  royal  father 
and  our  royal  mother,  with  the  privity  and  direction  of 
c*  tire  king  our  father,  by  which  it  appears,  that  whatever 
corrcfpondence ,  or  actings  the  faid  marquis  had  with  the 
Cw  confederate  Irifh  catholicks ,  was  directed  and  allowed  by  the 
44 faid  letters  and  infractions ;  and  that  the  king  himfelf  was 
well  pleafed  with  what  the  marquis  did  after  he  had  done 
4‘:  it,  and  approved  of  the  fame.75 

I  have  been  more  particular  in  accounting  for  this  infur- 
rection,  became  whoever  were  the  authors  of  it,  are,  in  the 
judgment  of  lord  Clarendon ,  anfwerable  for  all  the  calamities 
of  the  civil  war.  c*  It  was  Ireland  (fays  his  lordfhipf)  that 
drew  the  fir  11  blood.  If  they  had  not  at  that  time  rebelled, 
**  and  in  that  manner,  it  is  very  probable  all  the  miferies 
which  afterwards  befel  the  king  and  his  dominions,  had 
Ci  been  prevented.55  At  whofe  door  then  the  guilt  of  all  this 
blood  ffiuft  be  laid,  I  freely  leave  with  the  reader/5 

in  court,  RrCinford,  one  of  the  commifUoners  faid,  that  the  hinfs  letter 
tn  his  behalf  was  e  vidence  without  exception ;  and  thereupon  he  was  decla¬ 
red  an  innocent  pap; ft :  “  Truth  brought  to  Light,  p.  15.”  The  plea  of 

this  letter  was  the  mf  motions  given  to  the  mar  aids  by  Charles  I.  and,  as 
Mr.  Neat's  quotation  Rates,  it  applied  to  every  tranfafLon  with  the  Irifh 
catholicks.  Ludlow  avers  it  as  a  well  known  fait  that  the  marquis  had  his 
head  and  hands  deeply  and  early  engaged  in  the  bloody  work  of  the  rebellion, 
and  was  among  ft  the  firfi  'in  it.  Memoirs,  4to,  p.  422,  edition  of  1771. 
As  to  the  aft  of  parliament,  to  which  Mr.  Cart  refers,  it  is  not  to  be  found 
in  the  Ratutes  at  large,  4to.  nor  in  Pickering* s  Ratutes.  Ed. 


o 

Viernoirs,  vox.  iii.  p.  3 5  ? . 


*  Ludlow'S  Memoirs,  yol.  iii.  P-  S53.  f  Vol.  i.  p.  209. 
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Upon  tlie  firft  news  of  the  Irifh  maffacre  the  commons  turn¬ 
ed  themfelves  into  a  committee  of  the  whole  houfe,  and  came 
to  the  following  refolutions,  “  That  all  roman  catholicks  of 
«  quality  in  the  feveral  counties  of  England  be  fecured,  and 
«  that  all  papifts  depart  from  London  to  their  refpeftive  places 
«  of  abode  in  the  country;  that  the  houfe  of  lords  be  defired 
“  to  join  with  the  commons  in  a  petition  for  diffolving  the 
tc  convent  of  Capuchins ,  and  fending  them  out  of  the  king- 
«  dom;  that  the  foreign  ambalfadors  be  defired  to  deliver  up 
«  fuch  priefts  of  the  kings  fubje&s  as  are  in  their  houfes; 
«  that  a  lift  be  brought  in  of  the  queen’s  fervants;  and  that 
44  a  proclamation  be  ilfued  out  for  all  Grangers  that  are  not 
“  proteftants,  to  give  an  account  of  their  names  and  places 
tc  of  abode,  or  depart  the  kingdom.”  They  alfo  difpatched 
a  meffenger  to  the  king,  befeeching  him  to  concur  with  them 
in  fecuring  the  nation  againft  any  further  attempts  of  the 
papifts;  and  not  to  employ  any  in  his  councils  who  were  fa¬ 
vourers  of  popery,  fuperftition,  or  innovation  in  religion. 
They  voted  two  hundred  thoufand  pounds  to  be  borrowed 
immediately  for  the  fervice  of  Ireland,  and  appointed  the 
train-bands  of  Weftminfter  to  guard  them  from  the  infolence 
and  affronts  of  vagrant  foldiers  about  the  court,  and  to  fecure 
them  from  other  defigns  which  they  had  reafon  to  fufpeft. 
The  lords  ordered  all  romilh  recufants  to  remove  out  of  the 
inns  of  court  and  Chancery .  The  commons  ordered  the  oaths 
of  allegiance  and  fupremacy  to  be  tendered  to  all  Irifh  gen¬ 
tlemen  within  thofe  courts;  “  for  it  now  appears  (fays  Mr. 
44  Pym )  that  the  religion  of  the  papifts  is  incompatible  with 
64  any  other  religion,  it  is  deftructive  to  all  others,  and  will 
<c  endure  nothing  that  oppofes  it.  There  are  other  religions 
46  that  are  not  right,  but  not  fo  deftruftive  as  popery,  for 
44  the  principles  of  popery  are  fubveriive  of  all  ftates  and 
44  perfons  that  oppofe  it.”* 

When  the  king  returned  from  Scotland  the  latter  end  of 
November,  and  had  been  received  with  the  acclamations  of 
the  citizens  of  London,  j  he  was  prevailed  with  by  the  queen 
and  her  faftion  to  check  the  proceedings  of  the  two  houfes, 

*  Nalfon’s  Collections,  vol.  ii.  p.  620. 

•  SI  Nalfon’s  Collections,  vol,  ii.  p,  675,  See, 

fince 
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fince  the  Scots  were  eafy,  and  the  hearts  of  the  Englilh 
nation  feemed  to  be  with  him;  his  majefty  had  recommended 
the  fuppreffing  the  Irifli  rebellion  to  the  Scots  reprefenta- 
tives,  and  by  letter  had  committed  the  care  of  it  alfc  to  the 
Englilh  parliament;  whereupon  the  houfe  of  commons,  in 
the  king’s  abfence,  authorifed  the  earl  of  Leicejler,  by  an 
ordinance  of  their  own,  to  raife  forces,  and  the  lord  high 
admiral  to  provide  fhipping  for  their  tranfportation  from 
Chefter,  and  other  ports ;  but  when  the  king  came  to  White¬ 
hall  ne  feemed  fo  unwilling  to  aft  againft  the  papifts,  that 
the  parliament  were  afraid  of  fending  proteftant  foldiers  out 
of  fhe  kingdom,  left  his  majefty  fliould  take  advantage  of 
tu-wii  abfence,  and  bleak  up  the  conftitution  for  he  had 
already  commanded  away  the  parliament’s  guard,  telling 
them  they  had  not  lung  to  fear  from  the  papifts,  and  that 
their  jealoufies  of  plots  and  maffacres  were  imaginary.*  He 
pardoned  feven  popifli  priefts  who  were  under  fentence  of 
condemnation,  contrary  to  the  petition  of  the  houfe  of  com¬ 
mons.  He  turned  out  the  earl  of  Leicejler  lord  lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  and  Sir  William  Parfons ,  one  of  the  moft  aftive 
proteftant  juftices  in  that  kingdom.  He  intercepted  the 
parliamentary  fupplies  in  their  way  to  Chefter,  and  received 
a  deputation  from  tne  Irilh  catbolicks  with  greater  ceremony 
and  refpeft,  than  from  his  proteftant  fubjecls.  Nor  could 
his  majefty  be  prevailed  with  to  iflue  out  a  proclamation  de¬ 
claring  the  Irilh,  rebels,  till  the  beginning  of  January,  and 
even  then  only  forty  copies  were  printed,  and  not  one  to  be 
difperfed  til!  further  order .f  Indeed  the  king  proclaimed  a 
monthly  fait,  and  offered  to  raile  an  army  of  Englilh  for  the 
relief  of  Ireland,  which  the  commons  declined;  and  inftead 
thereof  appointed  a  committee  to  treat  for  ten  thoufand Scots, 
which  the  houfe  of  lords,  by  direction  from  the  king,  put  a 
flop  to; |  fo  that  between  both,  the  relief  of  Ireland  was 

neglefted 

§  Rapin,  vo  1.  ii.  p.  3  8 6- 7,  folio. 

*  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  388,  folio.  Nalfon,  vol.  ii.  p.  684,  400. 
f  Rapin ,  vol.  ii.  p.  401,  folio  edition. 

t  u  -the  king  (fays  Dr.  Grey)  was  not  concerned  in  it,  as  appears  from 
“  Rapin,  the  author  he,  i.  e.  Mr.  Neal,  “  refers  to.”  The  do&or  then 
relates,  in  Rapin' s  words,  the  three  quedions  on  this  point,  debated  by  the 
lords.  In  which  flatement  there  is,  it  is  true,  an  entire  filence  about  the 

king’s 
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negle&ed.  The  king  would  have  perfuaded  the  parliament 
to  fend  over  ten  thoufand  Englifh,  that  they  might  find  it 
more  difficult  to  raife  forces  in  cafe  of  a  breach  with  him; 
but  the  commons  prevailed  with  the  Scots  to  offer  ten  thou¬ 
fand  of  their  nation,  that  they  might  not  be  obliged  to  leave 
themfelves  naked  and  defencelefs  in  fo  critical  a  juncture. 

Upon  the  whole  it  feems  to  me,  that  this  barbarous  in- 
furre&ion  and  maffacre  was  formed  either  here  or  in  Ireland, 
to  diftrefs  the  parliament,  after  the  failure  of  the  defign  of 
doing  it  by  the  Englifh  army.  The  king  feems  to  have  been 
willingly  ignorant§  of  the  progrefs  of  the  affair,  having  in¬ 
truded  the  correfpondence  with  his  queen  and  her  council ; 
but  when  he  heard  how  the  Irifh  had  over-acted  their  part 
he  was  furprized,  and  thought  it  neceffary  to  declare  againft 
them ;  yet  when  he  came  to  his  queen  he  appeared  too  favour¬ 
able  to  their  perfons  and  conduct,  and  inftead  of  going  briikly 
into  the  meaiures  that  were  propofed  to  fubdue  them,  his 
majefiy  played  the  politician,  and  would  have  made  ufe  of 
the  Irifh  rebellion  to  put  himfelf  at  the  head  of  an  army  to 
break  up  his  Englifh  parliament. 

While  the  king  was  in  Scotland,  it  was  given  out  by  fome 
ill-defigning  people,  that  fince  his  majefiy  had  yielded  fo 
much  to  the  Scots,  he  might  be  perfuaded  to  introduce  pref 
bytery  into  England  at  his  return;  upon  which  his  majefiy 
fent  the  following  letter  to  Mr.  Nichols  clerk  of  the  council: 

cC  I  hear  it  is  reported ,  that  at  my  return  I  intend  to  alter 
the  government  of  the  church  of  England ,  and  to  bring  it  to 
that  form  it  is  in  here ;  therefore  I  command  you  to  a  fare  all 
my  fervants ,  that  I  will  be  conftant  to  the  dfcipline  and  dodlrine 
of  the  church  of  England  ejlablifoed  by  queen  Elizabeth  and 

king’s  interference.  But,  the  Do£tor  had  overlooked  the  preceding  para¬ 
graph,  which  eflablifhes  Mr.  Neal’s  afiertion;  in  which  Rapin  fays,  “  the 
“  king  had  found  means  to  gain  the  peers.”  Ed. 

§  “  T  his  (fays  Bifhop  Warburtonl)  is  a  villainous  accufation,  deftitute 
“  of  all  proof  and  likelihood.” — His  lordfhip  might  have  fpared  fome  of 
his  warmth  and  bitternefs.  For  if  it  be  an  accufation,  it  comes  forward  as  a 
concluiion  arifing  from  the  fa£ts  and  authorities  dated  in  the  preceding 
pages.  It  is  properly  the  opinion  of  the  author,  and  the  reader  will  judge 
how  far  it  juftly  hows  from  the  evidence  laid  before  him.  Ed. 

my 
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?ny  father ;  and  that  I  refolve ,  by  the  grace  of  God ,  to  die  in 
the  maintenance  of  it.  Edinburgh ,  October  18,  1641. ”|| 

Accordingly  his  majefty  refolved  to  fill  up  the  vacant 
fees,  and  ordered  five  conge  d9  e  lire s  to  be  drawn  for  five 
clergymen  therein  named;  but  the  two  houfes  joining  in  a 
petition  to  his  majefty  to  fufpend  his  commands  till  he  came 
home,  the  matter  was  delayed;  however  foon  after  his  re¬ 
turn,  he  made  the  following  removes  and  promotions. 

Dr.  Williams  bifhop  of  Li  ncoln ,  was  tranflated  to  the  pro¬ 
vince  of  Tork,  in  the  room  of  Dr.  Neile  deceafed,  and  Dr. 
Winnijfe  d^an  of  St.  Paul’ s,  a  grave  and  moderate  divine, 
was  made  bifhop  of  Lincoln ;  Dr.  Duppa  bifhop  of  Ghichefer 
was  tranflated  to  Salifbury,  vacant  by  the  death  of  Dr.  Da - 
•oenanfy  and  Dr.  King  dean  of  Rochefter  was  promoted  to 
Chichefter.  Dr.  Halt  was  tranflated  from  Exeter  to  Nor¬ 
wich,  in  the  room  of  bilhop  Montague ;  and  Dr.  Brownrigge 
matter  of  Katherine  Hall,  Cambridge,  an  eminent  and  learn¬ 
ed  divine,  was  advanced  to  Exeter.  Dr.  Skinner  was  tranf¬ 
lated  from  BriTto!  to  Oxford,  vacant  by  the  death  of  Dr. 
Bancroft ;  and  Dr.  Wejlfield  archdeacon  of  St.  Alban9  s,  a 
very  popular  preacher,  was  promoted  to  Briftol;  Dr.  Pri- 

fibr  of  divinity  in  Oxford  was  made  bilhop 


deaux 


ring  s  profe: 

o  i 


of  Worcefcer ,  in  the  room  of  bifhop  Thornborough  deceafed. 
The  biflioprick  of  Carlifle  being  vacant  by  the  death  of  Dr. 
Barnabas.  Potter  a  puritan  bilhop,  commonly  called  the  pe¬ 
nitential  preacher ,  was  given  in  commendam  to  the  moft  reve¬ 
rend  Dr.  Ufhe'r  arclibifhop  arid  and  primate  of  Ireland ,  dur¬ 
ing  the  commotion  in  that  kingdom.  Moft  of  thefe  divines 
flood  well  in  the  opinion  of  the  people,  but  their  accepting 
biffiopricks  in  this  crifis  did  neither  the  king  nor  themfelves 
any  fervice.  After  this  his  majefty  nominated  but  two  bifliops 
throughout  the  courfe  of  his  reign;  one  was  Dr.  Frewen 
dean  of  Glocefcer ,  and  prefident  of  Magdalen-College,  Oxon, 
to  the  biflioprick  of  Coventry  and  Litchfield,  1644,  and 
Dr.  Howel  prebendary  of  Windfor  to  Briftol,  about  ten 


months  after. 


A  committee  had  been  appointed  above  a  twelvemonth 
ago,  at  the  motion  of  lord  Digby ,  to  draw  out  of  all  the 

||  Nalfon’s  Colledions,  vol.  ii.  p.  683. 
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grievances  of  the  nation  fuch  a  remonft ranee  as  might  be  a 
faithful  and  lively  reprefentation  to  his  majefty ,  of  the  deplora¬ 
ble  Jlate  of  the  kingdom ;*  but  it  was  laid  aiide  till  this  time, 
when  the  profpc<Sf  of  an  agreement  between  him  and  his 
parliament  being  almoft  at  an  end,  after  the  bi caking  out 
of  the  Irifh  infur  reel  ion  and  mafjacre ,  it  was  perfected  and 
read  in  the  houfe  of  commons  November  22,  when  it  met 
with  fo  ftrong  an  oppofition,  tliat  it  was  carried  only  by  nine 
voices, §  after  a  long  debate  from  three  in  the  afternoon  till 
three  in  the  morning,  which  made  one\  fay,  “  It  looked  like 
“  the  verdift  of  a  ftarved  jury.”  Many  were  of  opinion, 
that  thofe  grievances  which  had  been  red  reded  by  the  late 
afts  of  parliament  ought  to  have  been  covered,  left  the  re¬ 
viving  them  ftiould  make  the  breach  wider  between  the  king 
and  parliament;  while  others  tirought  the  mentioning  them 
could  do  no  harm  if  it  was  done  with  refpeft,  and  that  it 
was  in  a  manner  neceffary  in  order  to  introduce  the  intended 
limitation  of  the  royal  power.  However,  this  was  the  crifis 
that  difeovered  the  ftrength  of  the  two  parties,  and  was  ma¬ 
naged  with  fuch  warmth,  that  Oliver  Cromwell  is  faid  to  tell 
lord  Falkland ,  that  if  the  remonflrance  had  been  rejected  he 

*  Bifhop  Warburton  afks  here,  “  why  are  we  told  this  but  to  miflead  us  ? 
“  A  year  ago,  before  the  king  had  made  full  fatisfa&ion  for  his  mifgoyern- 
“  ment,  fuch  a  remonflrance  was  feafonable:  now  he  had  made  full  fatisfac- 
“  tion,  it  was  factious  and  feditious.”- — To  this  queftion  of  his  lordfhip  it 
may  be  retorted  ;  why  fhould  a  defign  to  m  'flead  be  infmuated  againlt  Mr. 
Neal?  Has  he  not  in  the  fame  paragraph  informed  his  readers,  that  “  many1 
*<  were  of  opinion,  that  thofe  grievances  which  had  been  redreffed  ought 
“  to  have  been  covered  ?”  Doth  he  not  fairly  ftate  the  whole  buiinefs  ?  And, 
doth  he  not,  with  candour  and  impartiality,  avoid  biaffing  his  reader,  while 
he  waves  giving  a  decided  opinion  on  the  conduct  of  the  parliament  in  this 
affair?  All  this  appears,  in  the  hurry  of  his  remarks,  at  breakfafi-time , 
to  have  efcaped  his  lordfhip’ s  notice.  Had  he  read  on  before  he  wrote  in 
the  margin  of  his  book,  it  would  have  precluded  his  cenfure.  Ed. 

§  This  is  a  mi  flake  copied  from  lord  Clarendon.  The  numbers  for  paf- 
fmg  the  remonflrance  were  159,  againft  it  148,  foit  was  carried  by  eleven 
voices.  Harris’  Life  of  Oliver  Cromwell,  p.  74.  Ed. 

f  Dr.  Harris  fuppofes  this  was  Sir  Benjamin  Rudyardf  who,  according 
to  Willis ,  was  in  three  parliaments,  the  reprefentative  of  Portfmouth,  and 
was  afterwards  returned  for  Old  Sarum  once,  for  Downton  once,  and  for 
Wilton  twice.  Ed. 
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woind  have  fold  all  he  had  next  morning ,  and  never  have 
fecn  England  more . 

It  is  difficult  to  fay  which  fide  of  the  qu  eft  ion  was  right.  || 
Mr.  Raping  will  not  take  upon  him  to  determine,  whether 
it  was  neceffary  for  the  welfare  of  the  kingdom,  to  put  it  out 
of  the  king's  power  to  govern  for  the  future  in  the  fame  arbi¬ 
trary  manner  as  he  had  done  for  fifteen  years  ;  but  he  thinks 
the  reafon  for  it  very  plaufible,  and  does  not  well  fee  what 
fecurity  they  could  have  who  were  for  leaving  the  king  in 
poffeffion  of  the  fame  power  he  had  before  enjoyed;  espe¬ 
cially  if  it  confidered,  that  his  majcfty  had  ft  ill  the  fame 
arbitrary  principles,  and  the  fame  inviolable  attachment  to  his 
queen  and  the  popifli  faction,  befides  the  current  report  that 
the  court  had  fomented  the  Irifh  in  fur  re  cl  ion  ^  which  had 
filled  the  minds  of  the  people  with  diffracting  terrors.  It  is 
certain  the  king  had  conceived  an  implacable  averfion  to  the 
leading  members  of  the  puritanical  party  in  both  houfes,  and 
having  quieted  the  Scots,  was  determined  to  make  them  ex¬ 
amples;  of  which  they  werfe  not  ignorant.  After  all,  whe¬ 
ther  thefe  and  the  like  reafons  were  fufficient  to  jultify  the 
whole  of  the  parliament’s  conduct  in  this  affair,  1  will  not 
prefume  to  determine. 


The  remonftrance  was  prefented  to  the  king  at  Hampton- 
Court  [Dec.  i,  1641]  about  a  week  after  his  majefty’s  re¬ 
turn  from  Scotland,  with  a  petition  for  redrefs  of  the  grie¬ 
vances  therein  contained.  It  is  eafy  to  fuppofe  it  was  not 
very  acceptable,  but  the  king  gave  the  committee  his  hand 
to  kifs,  and  took  time  to  return  an  anfwer.*  The  remon- 
Jl ranee  enumerates  the  feveral  grievances,  oppreffions,  and 
unbounded  afts  of  the  prerogative,  fince  his  majefty’s  accefi 
fion,  to  the  number  of  almoft  two  hundred,  and  charges  their 
rife  and  progrefs,  (1.)  On  the  jeftiited  papifts.  (2.)  On  the 
court,  biftiops,  and  th<p  corrupt  part  of  the  clergy.  (3.)  On 
fuch  corrupt  counfellors  and  courtiers  as  for  private  ends 
had  engaged  themfelves  in  the  intereft  of  fome  foreign 
princes,  to  the  prejudice  of  the  king  and  ftate,  Thefe  mi- 
nifters  are  faid  to  carry  on  their  defigns,  (1.)  By  fuppreffing 


||  Clarendon,  vol.  ii.  p.  312.  J  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  388,  fol.  edit. 

*  Rufhworth*  part  3,  vol.  i.  p.  438.  Nalfon’s  Collections,  p. 694. 
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the  power  and  purity  of  religion,  and  of  inch  perfons  as 
were  belt  afiefted  to  it.  (2.)  By  cherifhing  the  arminian 
party  in  thofe  points  wherein  they  agree  with  the  papifts, 
in  order  to  widen  the  difference  between  the  common  pro- 
teflants  and  thofe  called  puritans;  and  by  introducing  Inch 
opinions  and  ceremonies  as  tend  to  an  accommodation  with 
popery.  (2.)  By  fomenting  differences  and  difcontents  be¬ 
tween  the  king  and  his  parliament,  and  f>y  putting  him  upon 
arbitrary  and  illegal  methods  of  railing  fupplies. 

I  omit  the  grievances  of  the  Jlate ;  thofe  which  related 
to  the  church  were  fuch  as  follow: 

1.  The  ftifpenfions,  excommunications,  deprivations,  and 
degradations  of  divers  painful,  learned,  and  pious  miniflers 
of'  the  gofpel,  by  the  biftjops ;  and  the  grievous  oppreffon 
of  great  numbers  of  his  majefty’s  faithful  (objects. 

2.  The  lharpnefs  and  Severity  of  the  high  commiffion , 
affifted  by  the  council' 'table ,  not  much  lefs  grievous  than  the 
Romifli  inquifition. 

3.  The  rigour  of  the  bifoops  courts  in  the  country,  whereby 
great  numbers  of  the  meaner  tradefmen  have  been  impove- 
rifhed,  and  driven  out  of  the  kingdom  to  Holland  and  New- 
England.  The  advancing  thofe  to  ecclefiaftical  preferments 
who  were  mofl  officious  in  promoting  fuperftition,  and  mod 
virulent  in  railing  againft  godlinefs  and  honeffy. 

4.  The  defign  of  reconciling  the  church  of  England  with 
Rome ,  and  impofmg  upon  the  church  of  Scotland  fuch  po- 
pifh  fuperftitions  and  innovations,  as  might  diipofe  them  to 
join  with  England  in  the  intended  reconciliation. 

5.  The  late  canons  and  oath  impofed  upon  the  clergy  un¬ 
der  the  fevered  penalties ;  and  the  continuance  of  the  convo-t 
cation  by  a  new  commiffion,  after  the  diffolution  of  the  par¬ 
liament,  wherein  they  raffed  taxes  upon  the  fubjedt  for  the 
maintenance  of  what  was  called  helium  epifcopale .  The  root¬ 
ing  out  of  the  kingdom  by  force,  or  driving  away  by  fear, 
the  puritans;  under  which  name  they  include  all  that 
defire  to  preferve  the  laws  and  liberties  of  the  kingdom, 
and  to  maintain  religion  in  the  power  of  it. 

6.  The  exempting  papifts  from  penal  laws ,  fo  far  as 
amounted  to  a  toleration,  befides  conferring  upon  them  many 

-  other 
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other  privileges  and  court  favours;  thefe  (fay  they)  have 
had  a  fecretary  of  {late  of  their  own  religion,  and  a  nuncio 
from  the  pope,  by  whofe  authority  the  popifli  nobility, clergy, 
and  gentry,  have  been  convocated  after  the  manner  of  a 
parliament;  new  jurifdicfions  have  been  erefted  of  popifli 
archbifhops ;  taxes  have  been  levied ;  another  ftate  moulded 
within  this  ftate,  independent  in  government,  and  fecretly 
corrupting  the  ignorant  profeffors  of  our  religion,  & c.  The 
papifts  have  been  furnifhed  with  arms  and  ammunition,  lifted 
in  the  king’s  fervice,  and  encouraged  by  the  weekly  prayers 
of  their  priefts  for  the  profperity  of  their  defigns,  to  pro¬ 
mote  the  catholick  caufe.  They  complain  further  of  a  party 
of  bifhops  and  popifh  lords  in  the  houfe  of  peers  who  have 
caufed  much  oppofition  and  delay  in  the  profecution  of  de¬ 
linquents ,  and  hindered  the  paffing  fome  good  bills  for  the  re¬ 
forming  abufes  and  corruptions  in  church  and  ftate;  and  of 
a  malignant  party  that  has  countenanced  the  rebellion  in 
Ireland. 

After  the  recital  of  thefe  grievances,  they  acknowledge 
with  thankfulnefs,  the  many  afts  that  his  majefty  has  paffed 
this  feflion  for  the  publick  good,  and  put  his  majefty  in  mind 
of  the  large  fums  of  money  they  had  raifed  for  his  fervice, 
amounting  to  no  lefs  than  a  million  and  half.  They  declare, 
“  that  it  is  far  from  their  purpofe  or  defire  to  let  loofe  the 
cc  golden  reigns  of  difcipline  and  government  in  the  church, 
cc  to  leave  private  perfons  or  particular  congregations  to 
€C  take  up  what  form  of  divine  fervice  they  pleafe;  for  we 
iC  hold  it  requifite  (fay  they)  that  there  fhould  be  throughout 
“  the  whole  realm  a  conformity  to  that  order  which  the 
“  laws  enjoin,  according  to  the  word  of  God;  and  we  de- 
4C  fire  to  unburden  the  confciences  of  men  from  needlefs  and 
cc  fuperftitious  ceremonies,  to  fupprefs  innovations,  and  to 
<c  take  away  the  monuments  of  idolatry.  To  effect  this  in- 
tended  reformation,  we  defire  there  may  be  a  general  fynod 
6C  of  the  moft  grave,  pious,  learned,  and  judicious  divines  of 
<c  this  ifland,  aflifted  with  fome  from  foreign  parts  profefling 
cc  the  fame  religion  with  us,  who  may  confider  of  all  things 
cc  neceflary  for  the  peace  and  good  government  of  the 
“  church,  and  reprefent  the  refult  of  their  confultations  to 
€C  the  parliament,  to  be  allowed  and  confirmed,  and  to  re- 
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“  ceive  the  (lamp  of  authority. - It  is  our  chief  care  to 

advance  and  promote  learning,  and  to  piovicle  a  competent 
“  maintenance  for  confcionable  and  preaching  minifters 

cc  throughout  the  kingdom. - W e  intend  likewife  to  re- 

«  form  "and  purge  the  fountains  of  learning,  the  two  uni - 
“  verities')  that  the  ftreams  flowing  thence  may  be  clear  and 
“  pure,  and  an  honour  and  comfort  to  the  whole  lamb  And 
tc  feeing  that  the  religion  of  papifts  has  fuch  principles  as 
“  certainly  tend  to  the  deftru&ion  and  extirpation  of  all  pro- 
“  teftants,  when  they  have  opportunity  to  effett  it,  it  is  ne- 
<c  ceffary  to  keep  them  in  fuch  a  condition,  that  they  may 

44  not  be  able  to  do  us  any  hurt/’ 

In  the  petition  that  attended,  this  remonftrance,  after  hav¬ 
ing  affured  his  majefty,  that  they  had  not  the  leaf!  intention, 
to  lay  any  blemifli  upon  his  royal  perfon  by  the  foregoing 
declaration ,  but  only  to  reprefent  how  his  royal  authority 
and  truft  had  been  abufed,  they  humbly  befeech  his  majefty 
to  concur  with  his  people  in  a  parliamentary  way,  (i.)  44  For 
“  the  depriving  the  bifliops  of  their  votes  in  parliament,  and 
“  abridging  their  immoderate  power,  ufurped  over  the  cler- 
“  gy?  and  other  your  good  fubje&s,  to  the  hazard  of  reli- 
“  gion,  and  prejudice  of  the  juft  liberties  of  your  people. 
46  (2.)  For  the  taking  away  fuch  oppreffions  in  religion, 
44  church  government  and  difeipline,  as  have  been  brought 
44  in  and  fomented  by  them.  (3.)  For  uniting  all  fuch  your 
44  loyal  fubje&s,  as  agree  in  fundamentals,  againft  papifts,  by 
44  removing  fome  oppreffions  and  unnecelfary  ceremonies, 
44  by  wrhich  divers  weak  confciences  have  been  offended,  and 
44  feem  to  be  divided  from  the  reft.”  (4.)  They  conclude , 
44  with  befeeching  his  majefty  to  remove  from  his  counfels, 
44  all  favourers  of  popery  and  arbitrary  power,  and  promo- 
44  ters  of  the  above-mentioned  preffures  and  corruptions, 
44  alid  to  employ  fuch  as  his  parliament  might  confide  in  ; 
44  and  that  in  his  princely  goodnefs  he  would  rejeft  all  foli- 
44  citations  to  the  contrary,  how  powerful  and  near 
44  soever. ”§ 

His  majefty  in  his  anfwer  to  this  petition,  about  a  week 
after,  complains  very  juftly  of  the  difrefpeft  of  the  commons 
in  printing  their  remonftrance  before  he  had  time  to  return 
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an  anfwer.  To  the  preamble  and  conchifion  of  the  petition, 
he  fay  s,  that  he  knows  of  no  wicked ,  arbitrary ,  and  malignant 
party  prevalent  an  the  government ,  or  near  himfelf  and  his 
children;  and  allures  them,  that  the  mediation  of  the  near¬ 
est  to  him  has  always  concurred  in  fuch  perfons,  againft 
whom  there  can  be  no  juft  caufe  of  exception.  To  the 
fever al  articles  his  majefty  replies;  firft,  concerning  religion, 
“  That  he  is  willing  to  concur  with  all  the  juft  defines  of  his 
“  people  in  a  parliamentary  way,  for  preferring  the  peace 
“  of  the  kingdom  from  the  defigns  of  the  popilh  party. 

“  That  for  depriving  the  bijhops  of  their  votes  in  par  Ha ~ 
cc  ment,  he  thought  their  right  was  grounded  on  the  funda- 
cc  mental  laws  of  the  kingdom,  and  conftitution  of  parlia- 
<c  ment,  but  fince  you  defire  our  concurrence  in  a  parliament 
“  tary  way  (fays  the  king)  we  will  give  no  further  anfwer  at 
prefent. 

“  As  for  abridging  the  extraordinary  power  of  the  clergy , 
“  if  there  remain  any  excefles  or  ufurpations  in  their  jurif- 
diriions,  we  neither  have  nor  will  proteft  them. 

“  Concerning  church  corruptions  (as  you  ftile  them)  and 
<c  removing  unnecejfary  ceremonies ;  we  are  willing  to  con- 
cc  cur  in  the  removal  of  any  illegal  innovations  which  may 
cc  have  crept  in;  and  if  our  parliament  advife  us  to  call  a 
ce  national  fynod  for  that  purpofe,  we  fhall  take  it  into  con- 
“  fideration. 

But  we  are  very  forry  to  hear  in  fuch  general  terms, 
cc  corruption  in  religion  objected,  fince  we  are  perfuaded  in 
our  own  confcience,  that  no  church  can  be  found  upon 
cc  earth  that  profefieth  the  true  religion  with  more  purity  of 
cc  doftrine  than  the  church  of  England  doth;  nor  where 
“  the  government  and  difcipline  are  jointly  more  beautified, 
cc  and  free  from  fuperftition,  than  as  they  are  here  eftablifli- 
<c  ed  by  law,  which  by  the  grace  of  God,  we  will  with  con- 
ftancy  maintain  (wThile  we  live)  in  their  purity  and  glory, 
cc  not  only  againft  all  invafions  of  popery,  but  alfo  from 
cc  the  irreverence  of  thofe  many  fchifmaticks  and  feparatifts 
wherewith  of  late  this  kingdom,  and  this  city  abounds, 
to  the  great  diflionour  and  hazard  both  of  church  and 
“  ftate;  for  the  fuppreffion  of  whom  we  require  your  timely 
aid  and  aftive  affiftance.,> 


Some 
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Some  time  after  [Dec.  15,  1641]  hisDnajefty  publiflted 
his  anfwer  to  the  remonstrance,*  with  a  declaration  o 
aU  his  loving  fubjefts,  in  which  he  prpfefles  himfelf  fully 
fatisfied  “  That  the  religion  of  the  church  of  England  is 
«  molt  agreeable  to  the  word  of  God,  and  that  he  fiiou. 

-  b  “ready  to  feal  with  his  blood,  if  God  Ihould  call  lum  to 
“  it  That  as  for  ceremonies  in  religion,  which  aie  in  their 
«  own  nature  indifferent,  he  is  willing  in  tendernefs  to  any. 

«  number  of  his  fuhjects,  that  a  law  fhouid.be  made  tor  the 
«  exemption  of  tender  conferences  from  punilliment,  or  pro- 
«  fecution  for  fuch  ceremonies,  as  by  the  judgment  of  molt 
«  men  are  held  to  be  indifferent,  and  of  feme  to  be  abfo- 
«  lately  unlawful,  provided  the  peace  of  the  kingdom  be 
not  difturbed,  nor  the  prefent  decency  and  comlinefs  o> 

«  God’s  fervice  eftablifhed  in  the  church  difcountenanced , 

«  nor  the  pious,  fober,  and  devout  actions  of  thofe ;  reverend 
«  perfons,  who  were  the  full  labourers  in  the  bleffed  refor- 
«  [nation,  be  Vandalized  and  defamed.  His  majefly  then 
“  adds  that  he  cannot  without  grief  of  heart,  and  fome  tax 
«  upon  himfelf  and  his  minifters  for  not  executing  the  laws, 
«  look  upon  the  bold  licence  of  fome  men,  in  printing  pam- 
“  phlets  and  fermons  fo  full  of  bitternefs  and  malice  again 
“  the  prefent  government,  and  the  law  eftablifhed,  10  full  of 
‘  fedition  a giia n ft  himfelf  and  the  peace  of  the  kingdom, 
t  that  he  is°  many  times  amazed  to  confider  by  what  eyes 
thefe  things  are  feen,  and  by  what  ears  they  are  heard ;  he 
therefore  commands  again  all  his  officers  andminifteis  or 
--  iuftice  to  proceed  againft  them  with  all  fpeed,  and  put  the 
“  laws  in  execution. ”§  Agreeably  to  this  declaration  his 
maiefty  iffued  out  his  royal  proclamation  December  10,  re- 
quiring  obedience  to  the  laws  and  ftatutes  oidained  foi  the 
eftabliihing  true  religion  m  this  kingdom,  and  commanding 
that  divine  fervice  be  performed  as  heretofoie;  and  that  all 
officers  and  minifters,  eccleflaftical  and  temporal,  do  put  the 
faid  laws  in  due  execution  againft  all  wilful  contemneis  and 
difturbers  of  divine  worftiip,  contrary  to  the  faid  laws  and 

ftatutes. 

#  Nalfon’s  Collections,  vol.  ii.  p.  746,  &c. 
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Thus  matters  flood  betwen  the  king  and  parliament,  when 
i  ™en.  expeaed  the  court  inter  eft  in  the  houfte  of  peers  would 

e  bioken,  by  the  iffue  of  the  impeachment  of  the  thirteen 
Dilnops,  for  compiling  the  late  canons,  which  was  now  ap¬ 
proaching.  The  lords  had  refolved  that  fuch  billions  as 
vteie  impeached,  fliould  not  fit  in  the  houfe  when  the  merits 
of  their  caufe  was  in  debate,  but  that  when  the  manner  of 
proceeding  was  to  be  fettled,  they  might  be  prefent  but  not 
vote.  1  o  enable  them  the  better  to  make  their  defence  it 
was  refolved  further  that  the  bifliop  of  Rochefter  with  one 
other  bifhop,  might  have  accefs  twice  to  the  archbifliop  of 
Canterbury  in  the  Tower,  to  confult  with  him  about  their 
anlwer  to  the  impeachment ;  and  that  all  the  lords  bifhops 
may  have  accels  to  and  have  copies  of  any  acls  and  records 
in  any  of  his  majefly’s  courts  of  juftice,  that  may  ferve  for 
ricn  defence.  On  the  loth  of  November  the  bifhops  put 
m  tneir  anfwer,  conlifting  of  a  plea  and  demurrer ,  in  which 
they  neither  confefs  nor  deny  the  fact,  but  endeavour  to 
lhew  that  the  offence  of  making  canons  could  not  amount 
to  a  premunire;  which  was  certainly  true,  provided  they 
had  been  made  in  a  legal  convocation,  and  that  the  canons 
themfelves  had  not  been  contrary  to  the  king’s  prerogative 
and  the  fundamental  laws  of  the  land.  The  anfwer  was 
figned  with  all  their  hands  except  the  bifliop  of  Glocefter’s 

p  P’eaded. not  guilty  modo  iff  forma.*  rI'he  commons  were 
diflatisned  with  the  bifhops,  for  not  pleading  directly  to  their 
charge;  and  with  the  lords,  for  receiving  a  demurrer  when 
they  were  not  prefent,  contrary  to  the  requeft  which  they 
fent  up  with  the  impeachment,  efpecially  when  the  nature 
of  tho  cale,  being  a  ineer  matter  or  faff,  could  not  require 
it;  they  therefore  prayed  the  lords  by  ferjeant  Glyn  to  fet 
afide  the  demurrer,  and  to  admit  them  to  make  proof  of 
their  charge  without  any  further  delay;  or  if  they  were  fa- 
tisfied  with  the  charge,  and  the  bifhops  would  not  plead  to 
it,  to  proceed  immediately  to  judgment;  hut  the  lords,  in- 
ftead  of  complying  with  the  commons ,  gave  the  bifhops  their 
option,  and  ordered  them  to  declare  by  Saturday,  whether 
they  would  plead  to  the  impeachment ,  or  abide  by  their  de- 
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vmrrer  when  they  declared  they  would  abide  by  their  de¬ 
murrer-,  upon  which  the  lords  appointed  Monday  following 
f  December  11]  to  hear  them  by  them  counfel  in  prefence 
of  the  commons;  but  the  houfe  refenong  this  dilatory  me¬ 
thod  of  proceeding  in  a  cafe  which  they  alledge  was  fo  ap¬ 
parent  and  manifeft  to  the  whole  world,  would  not  appear  ; 
the  molt  active  members  declaring  among  their  friends  with 
a  fort  of  defpair,  that  they  would  be  concerned  no  further 
againft  the  bilhops,  for  they  now  faw  it  was  in  vain  to  attack 
a  number  of  men  whom  the  court  and  the  houfe  of  lords 

were  refolved  to  protect.  .  ...  ,  . 

When  this  was  rumoured  in  the  city  it  alarmed  the  peo¬ 
ple  whofe  fears  were  already  fufficiently  awakened  with  the 
apprehenfions  of  a  popilh  maflacre  and  infurreaion  within 
their  own  walls.  The  aldermen  and  common  council  im¬ 
mediately  afTembled,  and  drew  up  a  petition  to  fupport  the 
courage  of  the  commons,  and  went  with  it  to  Weftminfter 
in  fixty  coaches,  attended  by  a  great  number  of  the  lower 
people.*  The  petition  prays,  “  That  the  houfe  of  com- 
“  mons  would  Pull  be  a  means  to  the  king  and  houfe  of 
“  peers,  to  concur  with  them  [[the  commons^  in  redreffing 
“the  grievances  of  church  and.ftate,  and  for  the  better 
“  effecting  hereof,  that  the  popifh  lords  and  bilhops  may 
“  be  removed  out  of  the  houfe  of  peers.  1  he  fpeakei  re¬ 
turned  them  thanks  in  the  name  of  the  houfe,  and  piomifed 
to  take  their  addrefs  into  confideration  in  due  time.  A  fete- 
days  after  great  numbers  of  the  people  alfembled  at  Black- 
heath,  to  lign  a  petition  to  the  fame  purpofe;  and  within  a 
fortnight  the  apprentices  of  London  went  up  with  a  petition, 
figned’ with  a  multitude  of  names,  complaining  of  the  decay 
of  trade,  cccafioned  by  papilts  and  prelates,  and  by  a  malig¬ 
nant  party  that  adhered  to  them;  and  praying,  that  the 
popifh  lords,  and  other  eminent  perfons  of  that  religion,  might 
be  fecured,  and  that  prelacy  might  be  rooted  out,  according 
to  their  former  petition,  commonly  called  the  root  and 
branch.  The  commons  received  their  petition  favourably; 
but  the  king,  inllead  of  calming  the  citizens,  encreafcd  their 
jealoufies  and  fufpicions,  by  removing  at  this  very  time,  Sir 
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William  Belfour  from  the  lieutenancy  of  the  tower,  and  put¬ 
ting^  colonel  Lunsford  into  his  place,  a  fufpe&ed  papifl  0f 
no  roitune,  who  had  been  once  out-lawed.,  and  was  fit  for 
any  defperate  attempt;  this  unfeafonable  promotion  occa- 
fioned  petitions  to  his  majefty  for  his  removal,  which  with 
much  difficulty,  after  fome  time,  was  obtained,  but  the  iea- 
loufies  of  the  people  flill  remained.  J 

T.  ne  petitions  above-mentioned  againfl  the  bilhops  were 
confronted  with  others  out  of  the  country,  in  their  favour. 
Nov.  1 8,  the  humble  petition  of  the  knights,  efquires,  o-en- 
tlemen,  parfons,f  vicars,  curates,  &c.  of  Rutlandfhire,  was 
pi  efented  to  the  houfe,  figned  by  about  eight  hundred  and 
fo! 7  hands,  playing  foi  tne  continuance  of  epifcopacy,’ as  the 
only  government  of  apoflolical  inftitution  fealed  with  the 
blood  of  martyrs,  admirably  fuited  to  the  civil  government  of 
this  kingdom,  and.  affirming,  that  no  preibyter  ever  laid  on 

_  P  Dec.  8,  a  petition  of  the  like  na¬ 

ture  was  prefented  from  Huntingdonfhire,  and  two  days  after 
another  from  Somerfetfliire,  figned  with  above  fourteen 
thoufand  names.  J  || 

On  the  other  hand,  the  minifters  appointed  to  folicit  their 
rmonftrance  formerly  mentioned,  addreffed  the  houfe,  Dec. 
20,  1641,  acknowledging  “Their  piety  and  zeal  for  the 
“  true  religion,  againfl  popery  and  fuperflition;  in  counte- 

nancmg  the  facied  oidinance  of  preaching;  in  encouraging* 

“  painful  and  godly  minifiers,  formerly  fet  afide,  but  now 
“  profitably  employed  in  many  congregations;  in  difeounte- 
“  nancing  of  bold  intruders,  who,  without  a  fufficient  call, 

“  have  thrufl  themfelves  into  the  facred  office;  as  alfo,  of  all 
“  unworthy  and  fcandalous  minifiers;  in  freeing  divers  godly 


f  “  And  houfliolders  in  the  county  of  Rutland,  in  behalf  of  themfelves 
and  families:”  omitted.  Dr.  Grey . 

t  There  were  alfo  petitions  from  the  counties  of  Chefhire,  Nottingham? 
Devonfhire,  Stafford,  Kent,  the  fix  fhires  of  North-Wales,  the  counties  of 
Lancafter,  Cornwall  and  Hereford.  Of  thefe  petitions,  that  from  Devon 
had  8000  fignatures ;  that  from  Stafford  3000;  and  thofe  from  the  fix  fhires 
of  North- Wales  30*000.  Amongft  the  petitioners  were  computed,  where 
the  different  ranks  o  f  the  petitioners  wereclaffed,  to  be  5  peers,  225  knights, 
399  divines,  1588  gentlemen,  and  28,336  freeholders. 

Dr.  Grey’ s  Examination,  vol.  i.  p.  312,  314,  Ed. 

ij  Nalfon’s  Collections,  vol.  ii.  p.  726-7. 
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“  minifters  from  prifon  and  exile,  and  others  from  heavy 
“  cenfures;  in  preventing  the  utter  ruin  of  the  petitioners, 

“  by  fetting  afide  the  late  oath  and  canons ,  the  high  com- 
«  m ifft on,  and  other  illegal  preffures  of  eccleijaftical  courts; 

«  in  making  an  order  to  take  away  all  fuperftitious  rites  and 
«  ceremonies,  images,  pictures,  and  other  innovations,  our 
of  churches;  in  conducting  the  late  peace  with  Scotland 
“  to  an  happy  conclufion,  and  in  their  vigorous  endeavours 
«  for  the  relief  of  Ireland,  &c.  But  whereas  there  hill  re- 
main  a  great  many  grievances  to  be  removed,  they  are 
neceffitated  to  renew  their  former  fuit  for  redrefs  of  the 
66  aforefaid  evils,  and  for  taking  away  whatever  {hall  appear 
“  to  be  the  root  and  caufe  of  them.  And  whereas  the  pe- 
66  tioners,  and  many  others,  are  defirous  in  all  things  to 
66  fubmit  to  the  laws,  fo  far  as  poflibly  they  may,  yet  merely 
“  out.  of  tendernefs  and  fcruple  of  confcience,  they  dare  not 
“  continue,  as  formerly  they  did,  the  exercife  of  fome 
«  things  enjoined;  not  onlybecaufe  they  have  more  ferioufly 
«  weighed  the  nature  and  fcandal  of  them,  and  becaufe  fun- 
“  dry  bilhops,  and  other  grave  divines,  called  to  their  aflift- 
ance  by  order  of  the  houfe  of  peers,  have  (as  they  are 
“  informed)  difcovered  divers  particulars  which  need  altera* 
66  tion  in  the  liturgy;  and  becaufe  there  is  not  (as  they 
64  humbly  conceive)  at  this  day,  commonly  extant,  any  book 
44  of  common  prayer  without  fo  many  alterations  and  addi- 
44  ticns,  as  render  it  in  many  parts  another  thing  from  that 
44  which  is  by  law  eftabliftied ;  but  chiefly,  becaufe  the  houfe, 
44  from  a  fenfe  of  its  defefts,  has  taken  the  reformation  thereof 
44  under  confideration,  which  they  hoped  would  be  fome 
4C  ihelter  againft  the  ftrift  prefling  the  ufe  of  it,  till  their 
44  pleafure  was  declared  in  a  parliamentary  way.  But  though 
44  the  petitioners  have  been  comfortably  aflured  of  fome  eafe 
44  herein,  yet  now  to  their  great  forrow  they  apprehend 
44  that  the  fame  things  are  anew  enforced,  which  may  occa- 
44  fion  much  trouble  and  vexation  to  futldry  peaceable  and 
44  and  worthy  minifters,  fome  of  whom  have  been  indifted 
44  upon  the  ftatute  of  i  Eliz .  cap.  2,  fince  the  beginning  of 
44  this  prefent  parliament,  and  others  threatened  for  omiffions 
44  of  fome,  things  complained  of  to  this  high  court,  and  ftill 
44  depending  before  you.  The  petitioners  therefore  pray 

■  44  fhe 
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“  tJie  houfe  to  refume  the  confideration  of  their  former  peti- 
tion,  and  to  commit  the  fame  to  the  debate  of  a  free  fynod , 
“  and  in  the  mean  time  to  be  mediators  to  his  majefty  for 
“  f°me  relaxation  in  matters  of  ceremony,  and  of  reading 
“  the  whole  liturgy.  They  further  pray,  that  a  monthly 
“  fall:  may  be  appointed  and  religioufiy  obferved,  during  the 
“  prefent  feffions  of  parliament,  and  they  will  be  ready  at 
“  any  time  to  offer  reafons  why  there  fhould  be  a  fynod  of 
“  a  different  conftitution  from  the  convocation  now  in  being, 
“  when  they  fhall  be  required.*  * 

_  The  carrying  up  thefe  petitions  to  Weftminfter,  and  efpe- 
•cially  that  of  the  London  apprentices,  occalioned  great 
tumults  about  the  parliament  houfe.  The  king  was  at  his 
palace  at  'Whitehall,  attended  by  a  great  number  of  difoanded 
officers,  whom  his  majefly  received  with  great  ceremony, 
and  employed  as  a  guard  to  his  royal  perfon.  Thefe  officers 
infulted  the  common  people,  and  gave  them  ill  language  as 
they  paffed  by  the  court  to  the  parliament  houfe,  crying  out, 
no  bi/hops,  no  popijh  lords.  If  the  people  ventured  to  reply, 
the  officers  followed  their  reproaches  with  cuts  and  laffies, 
which  (fays  lord  Clarendon |)  produced  fome  wounds,  and 
drew  blood.  Mr.  Baxter  fays,  they  came  out  of  Whitehall, 
and  catched  fome  of  them,  and  cut  off  their  ears.  From 
thefe  ikirmilhes,  and  from  the  ffiortnefs  of  the  apprentices 
hair,  which  was  cut  clofe  about  their  ears,  the  two  parties  be¬ 
gan  firft  to  be  diftinguifhed  by  the  names  of  roundhead  and 
cavalier.  David  Hyde ,  one  of  the  reformades,  firft  drew 
his  fword  in  Palace-yard,  and  fwore,  he  would  cut  the  throats 
of  thofe  round-beaded  dogs  that  bauled  againft  the  biffiops. 
Dr.  Williams,  bifhop  of  Lincoln ,  lately  promoted  to  the  fee  of 
York,  going  by  land  to  the  houfe  of  peers  in  company  with 
the  earl  of  Dover ,  and  hearing  a  youth  cry  out  louder  than 
the  reft,  no  bifloops,  no  popijh  lords,  ftept  from  the  earl  and 
laid  hands  on  him,  but  his  companions  refcued  him,  and 
about  an  hundred  of  them  furrounding  the  bifhop  hemmed 
him  in,  and  with  an  univerfal  fliout  cired  out,  no  bifloops j 
after  which  they  opened  a  paffage  and  let  his  grace  go  for¬ 
ward  to  the  houfe. £  The  fame  day  colonel  Lunsford  coming 


\ 


*  Nalfon’s  Colleftions,  vol.  ii.  p.  764.  f 

J  Ruihworth,  part  3,  vol.  i.  p.  463. 


Vol,  i.  p.  339. 
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through  Wcftminftcr-hall  in  company  with  thirty  or  forty 
officers  drew  his  fword  and  wounded  about  twenty  appren- 
ticeTand  ckizens :  others  walking  in  the  Abbey  while  their 
friends  were  waiting  for  an  anfwer  to  their  petition,  were 
ordered  by  the  vergers  to  clear  the  church,  left  the  orna¬ 
ments  of  the  cathedral  fhould  fuffer  damage;  upon  which  moil 
of  them  went  out,  and  the  doors  were  ftiut,  but  fome  few 
remaining  behind,  were  apprehended  and  carried  before  the 
bifliop,  which  occafioned  another  ikirmifh,  in  which  Sir 
Richard  Wifeman  was  killed  by  a  hope  from  the  battlements; 
after  which  the  officers  and  foldiers  fallied  out  upon  the  mob 
with  fword  in  hand,  and  obliged  them  to  letue.  I  he  news 
of  this  being  reported  in  the  city,  the  whole  populace  was 
in  arms,  and  refolved  to  go  next  morning  to  Weflminfler 
with  fwords  and  haves.  I  he  lord  mayor  and  fhe  riffs  tailed 
the  train  bands,  and  having  ordered  the  city  gates  to  be  kept 
{hut,  they  rode  about  all  night  to  keep  the  peace;  but  it 
was  impoffible  to  hinder  the  people’s  going  out  in  the  day. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  king  commanded  the  militia  of 
Weflminfler  and  Middlefex  to  be  railed  by  turns,  as  a  guard 
to  his  royal  perfon  and  family;  upon  which  feveral  gentlemen 
of  the  inns  of  court  offered  their  fervice,  in  cafe  his  majefly 
apprehended  any  danger.||  The  houfe  of  commons  being 
no  lefs  afraid  of  themfelves,  petitioned  for  a  guard  out  of  the 
city  of  London,  under  the  command  of  the  earl  of  EJJex , 
which  his  majefly  refufed,  but  told  them,  he  would  take  as 
much  care  of  them  as  of  his  own  children;  and  if  this  would 
not  fuffice,  he  would  command  fuch  a  guard  to  wait  upon 
them  as  he  would  be  anfwerable  to  God  for;  but  the  houie 
not  being  willing  to  trufl  to  the  king’s  guard,  declined  his 
majefly’s  offer,  and  not  prevailing  for  one  of  their  own 
choofing,  they  ordered  halberds  to  be  brought  into  the  houfe, 
and  refolved,  in  cafe  of  an  affault,  to  defend  themfelves. 

The  lords  exerted  themfelves  to  difperfe  the  tumults,  by 
fending  their  gentleman  ulher  of  the  black  rod  to  command 
the  people  to  depart  to  their  homes ;  and  by  appointing  a 
committee  to  enquire  into  the  caufes  of  them.  His  majefly 
alfo  publifhed  a  proclamation  [Dec.  28,  1641]  forbidding  all 

||  Rufhworth,  part  3,  voL  i.  p.  456,  471. 
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tiiii i ih tu oil?,  affemblies  of  the  people.  But  the  commons  be¬ 
ing  unwilling  to  affront  the  citizens,  were  not  fo  vigorous  in 
fuppreffing  them,  as  it  is  thought  the  circumstances  of  things 
required ;  for  as  the  king  relied  upon  his  guard  of  officers, 
the  commons  had  then  dependance  upon  the  good-will  of 
the  citizens.  Not  that  the  houfe  can  be  charged  with  en¬ 
couraging  tumults,*  for  the  very  next  day  after  the  king’s 
proclamation  they  fent  a  meffage  to  the  lords,  declaring  their 
read  in  efs  to  concur  in  ail  lawful  methods  to  appeafe  dicing 
fom  being  feniible  tneir  chief  itrength  was  among  the  inha¬ 
bitants  of  London,  without  whole  countenance  and  fupport 
every  thing  mud  have  been  given  back  into  the  hands  of  the 
court,  they  were  tender  of  entering  upon  vigorous  meafures. 

While  thefe  tumults  continued,  the  biffiops  were  advifed 
to  forbear  their  attendance  upon  the  houfe,  at  lead  till  after 
the  recefs  at  Chrijtmas ;  but  this  looking  too  much  like 
cowardice,  their  lordjhips  determined  to  do  their  duty ;  and 
becaufe  the  dreets  were  crouded  with  unruly  people,  they 
agreed  to  go  by  water  in  their  barges ;  but  as  foon  as  they 
came  near  the  drore,  the  mob  fainted  them  with  a  volley 
of  dones,  fo  that  being  afraid  to  land,  they  row7ed  back  and 

*  Bifhop  Warburton  is  very  warm  on  this  affiertion,  and  calls  it  a  no- 
“  torious  falfehood.”  .  The  houfe,  he  fays,  “has  been  charged  by  all  man- 
fC  kind  with  encouraging  the  tumults,  though  not  with  publickly  avowing 
“  that  they  did  encourage  them”  The  truth  or  falfehood  of  Mr.  Neal’s 
affiertion  will  depend  on  the  explanation  of  the  w’ord,  encourage ;  if  it  means 
connivance  at,  and  giving  countenance  to  the  tumults,  its  veracity  may  be 
impeached.  For  when  the  lords  defired,  on  December  27,  the  houfe  to 
join  in  publifhing  a  declaration  againft  the  tumults,  and  in  petitioning  the 
king  for  a  guard,  they  waved  taking  the  requeft  into  confideration,  on  the 
plea,  that  the  hour  was  too  late  for  it.  When  the  next  day  came,  they  ad¬ 
journed  the  matter  to  the  fucceeding.  The  mob  being  again  affiembled  on 
the  29th,  they  fent  their  meffage  to  the  lords.  Mr.  Neal  does  not  imme¬ 
diately  ftate  thefe  circumftances,  but  he  reprefents  the  commons  as  not  acting 
with  vigour  in  fuppreffing  the  riots,  and  as  placing  fome  dependence  on  the 
fpirit  which  the  people  fhewed.  Mr.  Neal  therefore  by  encouraging  the 
tumults,  mult  be  underftood  to  mean,  as  Rapin  expreffies  it,  “  taking  any 
*c  refolution  to  encourage  thefe  tumults,”  or  avowing  an  approbation  of 
them:  then  his  affiertion  is,  in  the  judgment  of  even  bifhop  Warburton  x 
jult  and  true.  The  reader  cannot  but  obferve,  that  Mr.  Neal  thought  that 
the  tumults  were  not,  at  firft  at  leak,  difagreeable  to  the  commons.  Yet  it 
fhould  be  obferved,  that  Wbitelocke ,  fpeaking  of  them,  fays,  “  it  was  a 
“  difmal  thing  to  all  fober  men,  efpecially  members  of  parliament,  to  fee 
and  hear  them.’*  Memorials,  p.  51.  Ed. 
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returned  to  their  own  houfes.  Upon  this  repulfe,  twelve  of 
them  met  privately  at  the  archbiihop  of  York’s  lodgings  in 
Weftminfter,  to  confult  what  meafures  were  to  be  taken. 
The  archbiihop  advifcd  to  go  no  more  to  the  houfe,  and  im¬ 
mediately  in  a  heat  drew  up  the  following  protcjlaiion,  againft 
whatfoeyer  the  two  houfes  fltould  do  in  then  *T*fciice?  \vh*cl^ 
all  prefent  figned  with  their  hands,  except  the  bifliop  oi 

Winchejler . 


the  king’s  mqft  excellent  nuijcjly ,  and  the  lo>  ds  and  peei  s 

now  ajjembled  in  parliament . 

The  humble  petition  and  proteftation  of  all  the  bi/hops  and 
prelates  now  called  by  his  viajejly  s  writs  to  attend  the  pa i  - 
liament ,  and  prefent  about  London  and  Wcjlminftcr  for  that 
fervice. 

«  WHEREAS  the  petitioners  are  called  up  by  feveral 
“  and  refpective  writs,  and  under  great  penalties  to  attend 
the  parliament,  and  have  a  clear  and  undubi table  right 
«  to  vote  in  bills,  and  other  matters  whatfoever  debata- 
«  ble  in  parliament,  by  the  ancient  cuftoms,  laws  and 
«  ftatutes  of  this  realm,  and  ought  to  be  protected  by  your 
“  majefty  quietly  to  attend  and  profecute  that  great  fervice: 
u  They  humbly  remonftrate  and  proteft  before  God,  your 
«  majefty,  and  the  noble  lords  and  peers  now  affembled  in 
«  parliament,  that  as  they  have  an  indubitate  right  to  fit 
“  and  vote  in  the  houfe  of  lords,  fo  are  they,  if  they  may  be 
“  protected  from  force  and  violence,  moil  ready  and  willing 
cc  to  perform  their  duties  accordingly.  And  that  they  do 
“  abominate  all  actions  or  opinions  tending  to  popery  and 
cc  the  maintenance  thereof;  as  alfo,  all  propenfion  and  in- 
66  clination  to  any  malignant  party,  or  any  other  fide  or 
party  whatfoever,  to  the  which  their  own  reafons  and  con- 
“  fcience  {hall  not  move  them  to  adhere.  But  whereas  they 
cc  have  been  at  feveral  times  violently  menaced,  affronted, 
and  affaulted,  by  multitudes  of  people  in  their  coming  to 
cc  perform  their  fervices  in  that  honourable  houle,  and  lately 
tc  chaced  away  and  put  in  danger  of  their  lives,  and  can  find 
no  redrefs  or  protection,  upon  fundry  complaints  made  to 
both  houfes  in  thefe  particulars:  They  humbly  proteft 
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“  before.  y°ur  majefty,  and  the  noble  houfe  of  peers  that 
“  laving  unto  themfejves  all  their  rights  and  intereft  of  fitting 
voting  in  that  houfe  at  other  times,  they  dare  not 
fit  or  vote  in  the  houfe  of  peers,  until  your  majefty  {hall 
“  further  fecure  them  from  all  affronts,  indignities,  and  dan- 
“  gers,  in  the  premifes.  Laftly,  whereas  their  fears  are  not 
“  built  upon  fantafies  and  conceits,  but  upon  fuch  grounds 
<c  and  objections  as  may  well  terrify  men  of  refolution  and 
much  conftancy,  they  do  in  all  humility  and  duty,  proteft 
“  before  your  majefty,  and  the  peers  of  that  moft  honour- 
“  able  houfe  of  parliament,  againft  all  laws,  orders,  votes, 
“  refolutions,  and  determinations,  as  in  themfelves  null,  and 
“  of  none  effeCt,  which  in  their  abfence,' fince  the  27th  of 
this  month  of  December,  1641,  have  already  palled;  as 
likewife,  againft  all  fuch  as  {hall  hereafter  pafs  in  that  moft 
honourable  houfe,  duiing  the  time  of  this  their  forced 
44  and  violent  abfence  from  the  faid  moft  honourable  houfe; 

not  denying,  but  if  their  abfenting  of  themfelves  were 
44  wilful  and  voluntary,  that  moft  honourable  houfe  might 
proceed  in  all  the  premifes,  their  abfence,  or  this  protefta- 
tion,  notwithftanding.  And  humbly  befeeching  your  moft 
“  excellent  majefty  to  command  the  clerk  of  that  houfe  of 
peers,  to  enter  this  their  petition  and  proteftation  amon°r 
<c  their  records,  0 


And  they  will  ever  pray  God  to  blefs ,  &c. 


' John  Eborac . 

Tho.  Durefme , 

Ro.  Cov .  Lichf 
Jof.  Norwich , 

‘Jo.  Afaph^ 

Gul.  Bath  and  Wells , 


George  Hereford , 
Rob .  Oxon , 

Mat.  Ely , 

Godfrey  Gloucejler , 
fo.  Peterborough , 
Morice  Landaff. 


This  proteftation  was  prefented  to  the  king  by  archbiftiop 
Williams*  who  undertook  to  juftify  the  lawfulnefs  of  it;  but 
his  majefty  declining  to  appear  in  fo  nice  an  affair,  delivered 
it  into  the  hands  of  the  lord  keeper  Littleton ,  who  by  his 
majefty*  s  command,  read  it  in  the  houfe  of  lords  the  next 


*  Clarendon,  vol.  i.  p.  351. 
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morning.  After  fome  debate  the  lords  defired  a  conference 
with  the  commons,  when  the  keeper  in  the  name  of  the  houfe 
•  of  peers  declared,  that  the  proteftation  of  the  bifops  contained 
matters  of  high  and  dangerous  confequencc ,  extending-  to  the  in¬ 
trenching  upon  the  fundamental  privileges  anddknlg  of  par¬ 
liaments ,  and  therefore  the  lords  thought  fit  to  communicate  it 
to  the  commons .*  The  proteftation  being  communicated  to 

the  houfe  of  commons,  they  refolved  within  half  an  hour, 
to  accufe  the  twelve  bifhops  of  nigh  treafon,  for  endeavour - 
ing  to  fubvert  the  fundamental  laws  and  being  of  parliaments , 
andfent  up  their  impeachment  by  Mr.  Glyn ,  who  having  de¬ 
livered  it  at  the  bar  of  the  houfe  of  lords,  the  ufher  of  the 
black  rod  was  ordered  to  go  immediately  in  fearch  of  the 
bifhops,  and  bring  them  to  the  houfe;  the  bifhops  appear¬ 
ing  the  fame  evening  [December  goj  were  fequeftered  from 
parliament,  ten  of  them  being  fent  to  the  Tower,  the  bifhops 
of  Durham  and  Norwich  f  by  reafon  of  their  great  age,  and 
the  fervice  they  had  done  the  church  of  God,  by  their  wri¬ 
ting  and  preaching,  "being  committed  to  the  cuftody  of  the 
black  rod,  with  an  allowance  of  five  pounds  a  day  for  their 
expences.§ 

The  adverfaries  of  the  bifhops  in  both  houfes  were  ex¬ 
tremely  pleafed  with  their  unadvifed  condufi  ;  one  laid,  it 
was  the  finger  of  God ,  to  bring  that  to  pafs  wrhich  otherwife 
could  not  have  been  comnafied.  There  was  but  one  gentle- 

i  o 

man  in  the  wdiole  debate  that  fpoke  in  their  behalf,  and 
faid,  he  did  not  believe  they  were  guilty  of  high  treafon ,  but 
that  they  were  fark  mad ,  and  therefore  defired  they  may  be 
fent  to  Bedlam .  Lord  Glarendon\\  cenfures  this  proteftation, 
as  proceeding  from  the  pride  and  pafiion  of  archbifhop  Wil¬ 
liams  ;  he  admits  that  the  eleven  bifhops  were  ill  advifed,  in 
going  into  his  meafures,  and  fuflering  themfelves  to  be  pre¬ 
cipitated  into  fo  hafty  a  refolution,  though  he  is  certain  there 
could  be  nothing  of  high  treafon  in  it.  However,  their  be¬ 
haviour  gave  fuch  fcandal  and  offence,  even  to  thofe  who 
paftionately  defired  to  preferve  their  function,  that  they  had 
no  compaffion  or  regard  for  their  perfons. 


.*  Rufh worth,  part.  3.  vol.  i.  p.  467.  f  Morton  and  Half 

i  Fuller,  b.  xi.  p.  188.  Clarendon,  vol.  i.  p.  355. 
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1?hc  objeftions  that  I  have  met  with  againft  the  protefla* 
tion,  are  thefe;  Firjl ,  that  it  tended  to  deftroy  the  very 
being  of  parliaments,  becaufe  it  put  a  flop  to  all  laws,  orders, 
votes  and  refolutions  made  in  the  abfence  of  the  the  bifhops. 
Secondly,  the  prefence  of  the  bifhops  is  hereby  made  fo 
effential  that  no  aft  can  pafs  without  them,  which  is  claim¬ 
ing  a  negative  voice ,  like  the  kings.  Thirdly ,  the  bifhops 
drfiring  the  king  to  command  the  clerk  of  the  houfe  of  peers 
to  enter  their  proiejlation  on  record,  was  derogatory  to  the 
rights  of  parliament,  as  though  the  king  by  his  command 
could  make  a  record  of  parliament.  Fourthly ,  the  annulling 
all  laws  that  might  be  made  at  this  time,  when  Ireland  was 
in  fo  much  danger  from  the  breaking  out  of  the  Irifh  maf- 
facre,  was  a  fort  of  confpiring  with  the  rebels  to  deftroy 
that  kingdom.  Fifthly ,  it  was  faid,  that  befides  the  unwar¬ 
rantable  expreffions  in  the  proteflatation,  the  form  of  pre¬ 
senting  and  tranfmitting  it  was  unjuftifiable. 

On  the  other  hand  it  was  faid  on  behalf  of  the  bifhops, 
that  here  was  a  manifefl  force  put  upon  them1;  and  a  violence 
offered  to  the  freedom  of  one  member  of  parliament,  is  a 
violence  offered  to  the  whole;  that  therefore  they  had  a  right 
to  protefl,  and  guard  their  privileges,  without  being  account¬ 
able  for  the  ill  confequences  that  might  follow.  Yet  furely 
this  manner  of  afferting  their  privilege  was  irregular;  fhould 
they  not  have  petitioned  the  lords  to  fecure  their  paffage  to 
parliament,  rather  than  have  put  a  negative  upon  all  their 
proceedings  ?  I  have  met  with  only  one  learned  writer  who 
commends  the  bifhops  upon  this  occafion,  and  he  advances 
them,  in  romantlck  language,  to  the  rank  of  heroes;  his 
words  are  thefe,  “  Had  the  bifhops  done  lefs  they  had  fallen 
«  fhort  of  that  fortitude  which  might  juftly  be  expefted 
from  them.  They  had  reafon  to  conclude  the  root  an$ 
ce  branch  work  would  certainly  go  forward,  and  therefore  to 
be  filent  under  fuch  an  outrage  would  look  like  cowardice. 
<c  When  the  profpeft  is  thus  menacing,  and  a  man  is  almofl 
*  certain  to  be  undone,  the  mofl  creditable  expedient .  is  to 
fpend  himfelf  in  a  blaze,  and  flafh  to  the  lafl  grain  of 
cc  powder.  To  go  out  in  a  fmoak  and  fmother  is  but  a  mean 
cc  way  of  coming  to  nothing.  To  creep  and  crawl  to  a  mif¬ 
fs  fortune  is  to  fuffer  like  an  infeft*  A  man  ought  to  fall 
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“  with  dignity  and  honour,  and  to  keep  his  mind  ereft 
“  though  his  fortune  happens  to  be  crulhed.  This  was  the 
“  bilhops  meaning,  and  for  making  fo  handfome  a  retreat 
“  they  ought  to  hand  commended  upon  record.”*  But 
with  due  regard  to  this  reverend  divine,  was  there  no  medium 
between  being  filent,  and  taking  upon  them  in  iuch  a  cr  ifis 
to  ftop  all  the  bufmefs  of  parliament'1  For  if  the  proceedings 
of  the  houfe  of  peers  are  null  without  the  biff  ops,  it  is  no 
lefs  certain,  that  thofe  of  the  houfe  of  commons  are  null  with- 
out  the  peers ;  from  whence  it  mult  follow,  that  the  whole 
parliament  was  incapable  of  acting.  Mr.  Raping  is  ol  opi¬ 
nion,  that  the  king  hoped  that  this  affair  might  cccafton  the 
diffolution  of  the  parliament .  But  If  he  did,  his  majefty  was 
much  miftaken,  for  the  bilhops  and  popifh  lords  being  now 
abfent,  the  majority  of  the  whole  houfe  of  peers  was  againft 
the  court;  which  vexed  the  queen  and  her  faction,  and  put 
them  upon  fuch  an  extravagant  piece  of  revenge  as  effec¬ 
tually  broke  the  peace  of  the  kingdom,  and  rendered  the 
king’s  affairs  irretrievable. 

His  majefty  having  been  allured  that  the  lord  Kimbolton, 
and  five  of  the  moft  afhve  members  in  the  houfe  of  commons, 
(viz.)  Denzil  Hollis,  Sir  Arthur  Hajlerigge,  John  Pym,  John 
Hambden ,  and  William  Stroud,  efqs;  had  invited  the  Scots 
into  England,  and  were  now  the  chief  encouragers  of  thofe 
tumults  that  had  kept  the  bilhops  and  popilh  lords  from  the 
houfe;  that  they  had  afperfed  his  government,  and  were  en- 
deavouring  to  deprive  him  of  his  royal  power  ;  in  a  word, 
that  they  were  confpiring  to  levy  war  againft  him,  re- 
folved  to  impeach  them  of  high  treafon;  accordingly  his 
majefty  fent  his  attorney-general  to  the  houfe  with  the  arti¬ 
cles  [Jan.  3,  1641]  and  at  the  fame  time  difpatched  officers 
to  their  lioufes  to  feal  up  their  trunks,  papers,  and  doors; 
but  the  members  not  being  ordered  into  cuftody,  as  his  ma¬ 
jefty  expe&ed,  the  king  went  himfelf  to  the  houfe  next  day 
in  the  afternoon  [Jan.  4]  to  feize  them,  attended  with 
about  two  hundred  officers  and  foldiers,  armed  with  fwords 
and  piftols;  the  gentlemen  of  the  inns  of  court,  who  had 
offered  their  fervice  to  defend  the  king’s  perfon,  having  had 

*  Qpllyer’s  Ecd.  {lift*  vol.  ii.  p.  819.  4  Vol.  i.  p.  405* 
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notice  to  be  ready  at  an  hour’s  warning.*  The  king  having 
entered  the  houfe  went  dire&ly  to  the  fpeaker’s  chair,  and 
looking  about  him,  faid  with  a  frown,  I  perceive  the  birds 
are  fled ,  but  I  will  have  them  wherefoever  I  can  find  them , 
for  as  long  as  thefe  perfons  are  here ,  this  houfe  will  never  be 
in  the  right  way  that  I  heartily  wijh  it;  I  expect  therefore , 
that  as  foon  as  they  come  to  the  houfe  that  you  fend  them  to  me . 
Having  then  affured  the  members,  that  he  defipmed  no  force 
upon  them,  nor  breach  of  privilege,  after  a  little  time  he 
withdrew;  but  as  his  majefty  was  going  out,  many  members 
cried  aloud,  fo  as  he  might  hear  them,  privilege  !  privilege !f 
the  houfe  was  in  a  terrible  panick  while  the  king  was  in  the 
chair,  the  door  of  the  houfe,  with  all  the  avenues,  being 
crowded  with  officers  and  foldiers:  As  foon  therefore  as  his 
majefty  was  gone  they  adjourned  till  the  next  day,  and  then 
for  a  week.  It  was  happy  that  the  five  members  had  notice 
of  the  king’s  coming,  juft  time  enough  to  withdraw  into 
the  city,  otherwife  it  might  have  occasioned  the  effufion  of 
blood,  for  without  doubt  the  armed  foldiers  at  the  door 
waited  only  for  the  word  to  carry  them  away  by  force.  Next 
day  his  majefty  went  into  the  city  [Jan.  5]  and  demanded 
them  of  the  lord  mayor  and  court  of  aldermen,  then  aflem- 
bled  by  his  order  at  Guildhall,  profeffing  at  the  fame  time 
his  refolution  to  profecute  all  who  oppofed  the  laws,  whe¬ 
ther  papifts  or  feparatifs ,  and  to  defend  the  true  proteftant 
religion  which  his  father  profefled,  and  in  which  he  would 
continue  to  the  end  of  his  life,  [j  But  though  his  majefty 
was  nobly  entertained  by  the  fheriffs,  he  now  perceived,  that 
this  rafh  and  unadvfed  action,  had  loft  him  the  hearts  of  the 
citizens,  there  being  no  acclamations  or  huzzas,  as  ufual, 
only  iietie  and  there  a  voice,  as  he  went  along  in  his  coach, 
crying  out,  privilege  of  parliament !  privilege  of  parliament? 
However  he  perfifted  in  his  refolution,  and  Jan.  8  publifhed 
a  proclamation,  commanding  all  magiftrates,  and  officers  of 
juft  ice,  to  apprehend  the  accufcd  members  and  carry  them 
to  the  tower. 

It  is  hard  to  fay  with  any  certainty,  who  put  the  king 
upon  tills  unparalelleu  act  of  violence,  a  fpecies  of  tyranny 


*  Whitclocke’s  Memorials,  p.  90.  f  Ibid.  p.  51. 

If  Rufhworth,  part  3,  vol.  i.  p.  479. 
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which  the  mod  anbitrary  of  his  predeceiTors  had  never  at¬ 
tempted.  If  his  majefty  deliberated  at  all  upon  what  he  was 
going  about,  we  mull  conclude,  that  he  intended  to  diffbhe 
the  parliament ,  and  to  return  to  his  former  methods  of  arbi¬ 
trary  government ;  becaufe  by  the  fame  rule  that  the  king- 
might  take  five  members  out  of  the  houfe  he  might  take  out 
five  hundred;  befides,  feveral  of  the  articles  laid  againft  them 
were  equally  chargeable  on  the  majority  of  the  houfe.  It 
now  appeared  (fays  Rapin')*  that  the  king  was  refolved  to  be 
revenged  on  thofe  that  had  offended  him;  and  that  there  was 
no  further  room  to  confide  in  his  royal  word.  Some  fay  that 
this  was  lord  Digby’s  mad  projeft,  who,  when  he  found  his 
majefty,  after  his  return  out  of  the  city,  vexed  at  his  difap- 
pointment,  offered  to  go  with  a  felect  company  and  bring 
them  dead  or  alive;  but  the  king  was  afraid  of  the  confe- 
quences  of  fuch  an  enterprize;  and  Digby  being  ordered  to 
attend  in  his  place  in  the  houfe,.  thought  fit  to  withdraw  out 
of  the  kingdom.  Mr.  Eachardf  with  greater  probability, 
lays  it  upon  the  queen  and  her  cabal  of  papilts;  and  adds, 
that  when  the  king  exprefied  his  diftruft  of  the  affair,  her 
majefty  broke  out  into, a  violent  paflion,  and  faid,  Allez^pol- 
tron ,  &c.  Go,  coward ,  and  pidl  thofe  rogues  out  by  the  ears ,  or 
never  fee  my  face  any  more ;  which  it  feems  (fays  the  arch¬ 
deacon)  determined  the  whole  matter. 

\  *  r 

*  Vol.  ii.  p.  408,  409,  folio  edition. 

t  Bifhop  Warburton  is  much  difpleafed  with  Mr.  Neal  for  quoting  the 
authority,  and  giving  into  the  opinion  of  Eachard .  For  he  fays,  “  It  was  a 
“  known  and  uncontroverted  fa£t,  that  the  advice  was  Digby's.”  To  in¬ 
validate  the  fuppofition,  that  the  meafure  proceeded  from  the  queen’s  coun¬ 
sels,  his  lordfhip  urges,  that  the  queen  was  not  capable  of  any  vigorous  fteps, 
being  intimidated  with  the  fear  of  an  impeachment,  and  actually  projecting 
her  efcape :  as  if  danger  and  alarm  were  incompatible  with  concerting  and 
adopting  the  means  of  avoiding  the  threatening  evil;  as  if  Digby  might  not 
be  the  oftenfible  advifer  of  meafures,  which  others  fuggelted  and  inftigated. 
That  he  was  the  foie  author  of  this  meafure  is  not  fo  uncontroverted  a  faCt, 
as  the  bifhop  conceived  it  to  be:  and  it  may  be  alledged  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Neal  and  Eachard,  that  amongft  the  divers  excufes  made  for  this  aCtion, 
fome  imputed  it  to  the  irritation  and  counfel  of  the  women;  telling  the 
king,  “  That  if  he  were  king  of  England  he  would  not  fuffer  himfelf  to 
“be  baffled  about  fuch  perfons.”  And  notice  of  this  intended  ftep  was 
given  to  thefe  five  gentlemen  by  a  great  court  lady,  their  friend;  who 
©verheard  fome  difeourfe  about  it.  Whitelocke' s  Memorial,  p.  50,  5 1 .  F.n. 
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The  citizens  of  London  were  fo  far  from  delivering  up 
the  five  members,  that  they  petitioned  the  king  that  they 
might  be  at  liberty,  and  proceeded  againft  according  to  the 
methods  of  parliament.  At  the  fame  time  they  acquainted 
his  majefty  with  their  apprehenfions  of  the  ruin  of  trade,  and 
of  the  danger  of  the  proteftant  religion,  by  reafon  of  the, 
progrefs  of  the  rebellion  in  Ireland,  and  the  number  of  pa- 
pifts  and  other  difbanded  officers  about  the  court.  His 
majefty,  finding  he  had  loft  the  city,  fortified  Whitehall 
with  men  and  ammunition,  and  fent  canoneers  into  the  Tower 
to  defend  it,  if  there  fhould  be  occafion.*  When  the  citi¬ 
zens  complained  of  this,  his  majefty  replied,  “  That  it  was 
u  done  with  an  eye  to  their  fafety  and  advantage;  that  his 
“  fortifying  Whitehall  was  not  before  it  was  neceffary,  and 
cc  that  if  any  citizens  had  been  w  ounded  it  was  undoubtedly 

for  their  evil  and  corrupt  demeanor.”  But  they  had  no 
confidence  in  the  king’s  prote&ion.  A  thoufand  mariners 
and  failors  offered  to  guard  the  five  members  to  Weftminfter 
by  water  upon  the  day  of  their  adjournment,  [Jan.  1 1]  and 
the  train  bands  offered  the  committee  at  Guildhall  to  do  the 
fame  by  land,  which  was  accepted ;  and  the  offer  of  the  ap¬ 
prentices  refufed.  Things  being  come  to  this  extremity,  his 
majefty,  to  avoid  the  hazard  of  an  affront  from  the  popu¬ 
lace,  took  a  fatal  refolution  to  leave  Whitehall,  and  accord- 
ingly,  Jan.  io,  the  day  before  the  parliament  was  to  meet, 
he  removed  with  his  queen  and  the  whole  royal  family  to 
Hampton  Court,  and  two  days  after  to  Windfor,  from 
whence  he  travelled  by  eafy  ftages  to  York;  never  returning 
to  London  till  he  was  brought  thither  as  a  criminal  to 
execution. 

By  the  king’s  deferting  his  capital  in  this  manner,  and 
not  returning  when  the  ferment  was  over,  he  left  the  ftrength 
and  riches  of  the  kingdom  in  the  hands  of  his  parliament; 
for  next  day  the  five  members  were  conduced  by  water  in 
triumph  to  Weftminfter,  the  train  bands  of  the  city  marching 
at  the  lame  time  by  land,  who,  after  they  had  received  the 
thanks  of  the  houfe  were  difmiffed;  and  Serjeant  Skippon> 
with  a  company  of  the  city  militia,  was  appointed  to  guard 

.  '  f 

•  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  408,  folio  edition. 
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the  parliament  houfe ;  from  this  day  (fays  lord  CkrendM)  we 
may  reafonably  date  the  levying  war  in  England, ,  whffoever 
has  been  fince  done  being  but  the  fuperftruflures  upon  theft 
foundations.  It  muft  be  confefled  that  two  days.  after  [Jan. 

{ the  kino-  fent  a  meffitge  to  the  houfe,  waving  his  pro¬ 
ceedings  with  refpeft  to  the  five  members  and  promifmg  to 
be  as  careful  of  their  privileges  as  of  his  life  or  crown;  and 
a  little  after  offered  a  general  pardon;  but  the  commons  had 
too  much  reafon  at  this  time  not  to  depend  upon  his  royal 
promife ;  they  infilled  that  the  acculed  members  Ihould  be 
brought  to  their  trial  in  a  legal  and  parliamentary  way;  u 
order  to  which  they  defired  his  majefty  to  inform  them  what 
proof  there  was  againft  them ;  it  being  the  undoubted  right 
and  privilege  of  parliament,  that  no  member  can  be  proceeded 
againft  without  the  confent  of  the  houfe;  which  his  maje  y  re- 
iufino  to  comply  with,  removed  further  off  to  Wmdfor,  t  I 
entered  upon  meafures  very  iuconfiftent  with  the  peace  of 

the  kin^dom.f  .  ,  r  *  • 

To  return  to  the  bifiiops ;  about  a  fortnight  after  their 

commitment  [Jan.  1 7,  chey  Pleaded  t0  the  imPeacn; 

meat  of  the  houfe  of  commons,  not  guilty  in  manner  and 

form ,  and  petitioned  the  lords  for  a  fpeedy  trial,  which  was 

appointed  for  the  2 5th  inllant,  but  was  put  off  from  time 

to  time,  till  the  whole  bench  of  bifiiops  was  voted  out  ot 

the  houfe,  and  then  entirely  dropt;  for  the  very  next  day 

after  their  commitment,  the  commons  defired  the  lords  to 

relume  the  confideration  of  the  bill  that  had  been  fent  up 

feme  months  ago,  for  taking  away  all  temporal  junfiMton 

from  thofe  in  holy  orders ,  which  the  lords  promifed :  it  had 

paffed  the  commons  without  any  difficulty,  about  the  time  of 

the  Irifli  infurreftion,  and  was  laid  afide  in  the  houfe  of  lords, 

as  being  thought  impoffible  to  pafs  while  the  bifiiops  votes 

were  entire :  when  it  was  revived  at  this  junfture,  the  earl 

of  Bedford  and  the  biffiop  of  Rochefter  made  a  vigorous 

{land  anainft  it.*  His  lordfiiip  urged,  that  it  was  contiary 

to  the  ufage  of  parliament  when  a  bill  had  been  once  rejected 

to  bring  it  in  a  fecond  time  the  fame  feffion.  To  which  ib 

was  replied,  that  it  was  not  the  fame  bill  [having  a  new  title  J 

1  Vol.  i.  p.  383.  t  Rafhworth,  part.  3,  vol.  i.  p.  492. 

*  elocution,  vol.  i.  p.  30i»  416.  though 
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though  it  was  to  accomplifli  the  fame  end.  Befides  the 
diitrcfs  of  the  times  required  feme  extraordinary  meaW 
for  their  ,-edrefs ;  and  further,  fince  the  king  had  been  Sra- 
uoufly  pleafed  to  pals  an  act  for  the  continuance  of  this  par 
.lament,  as  long  as_  they  thought  fit  to  fit ,  and  thereby  parted 
p  .  tlls  r,Sht  0,j  Proroguing  or  diffolving  them,  the  nature 
inSs  V“IS  ‘iheied,  and  therefore  they  were  not  to  be 
tied  down  to  the  ordinary  forms  in  other  cafes.  The  ouef 
non  being  put,  whether  the  bill  fliould  be  read,  it  palled  in 
the  affirmative ;  upon  which  the  confideration  of  it  was  re 
lumed,  and  after  fome  few  debates  the  bill  was  palled  by  a 
rei)  gieat  majority,  Feb.  6,  1641-2;  the  citizens  of  London 
exprellmg  their  fatisfaftion  by  ringing  of  bells  and  bonfires. 

11  7as  tt’j1  apprehended  that  the  king  would  refufe  his 
aflent  becaufe  when  he  had  been  preffed  to  it  his  majeffy 
,!‘ul  ,  •  u  )vas  a  matter  of  great  concernment,  and  there- 

0lC  lc  wou^  ta'ie  time  to  confider;  however  the  commons 
not  content  with  this  delay  fent  again  to  Windfor,  to  prefs 
his  compliance  upon  the  following  reafons:  “  becaufe  the 
“  lubjeeffs  fuffered  by  the  bifhops  exercifing  temporal  iurif- 
ihction,  and  making  a  party  in  the  houfe  of  lords ;  becaufe 
it  Was  apprehended  that  there  would  be  a  happy  conjunc¬ 
tion  of  both  houfes  upon  the  exclufion  of  the  bifiiops  • 

,  and  the  figning  this  bill  would  be  a  comfortable  pledge  0f 
Ins  majelty  s  gracious  afient  to  the  future  remedies  of 
“  thole  evils  which  were  to  be  prefented  to  him.”§ 

This  meflage  from  the  houfe  of  commons  was  feconded 
b)  tnoxe  of  gieateft  truff  about  the  king,  who  argued,  “  that 
“  t’w  combination  againft  the  bifiiops  was  irreijftible;  that 
liic  paffing  , this  bill  was  the  only  way  to  prelerve  the 
die  church;  and  that  if  the  parliament  was  gratified  in 
“  this,  fo  many  perfons  in  both  houfes  would  lie  fully  fa. 
“  tisfied^  that  they  would  join  in  no  further  alterations ; 

“  but  if  they  were  croffed'in  this,  they  would  endeavour 
“  an  extirpation  of  the  bifiiops  and  a  demolifhing  of 
“  the  whole  fabrick  of  the  church,”  They  argued  further, 

<c  that  force  or  indirect  means  having  been  made  ufe  of  to 
44  °htain  the  bill,  the  king  might  by  his  pozver  bring  the  bifhops 
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“  in  again  When  the  prefent  diftempers  were  compofed.” 
An  argument  by  which  his  majefty  might  have  fet  afide  all 
his  conceffions,  or  atts  of  grace  ,  (as  he  pleafed  to  call  them) 
to  his  parliament  at  once.  But  none  of  thefe  reafons  would 
have  prevailed,  had  not  the  queen  made  ufe  of  her  fovereign 
influence  over  the  king.  Her  majefty  was  made  to  believe 
by  Sir  j.  Culpeper,  that  her  own  prefervation  depended  upon 
the  king’s  confent  to  the  bill ;  that  if  his  majefty  refufed  it, 
her  journey  into  Holland  would  be  ftopt,  and  her  perfon  pof- 
fibly  endangered  by  fome  mutiny  or  infurre&ion ;  whereas 
the  ufing  her  intereft  with  the  king,  would  lay  a  popular  ob¬ 
ligation  upon  the  kingdom,  and  make  her  acceptable  to  the 
parliament.  Thefe  arguments  carrying  a  face  of  probabi¬ 
lity,  her  majefty  wrefled  the  king’s  refolution  from  him,  fo 
that  the  bill  was  figned  by  commiflion,  February  14,  toge¬ 
ther  with  another  againft  preffing  foldiers,  his  majefty  being 
then  at  Canterbury,  accompanying  the  queen  in  her  paffage 
to  Holland.  But  his  majefty’s  figning  them  with  fo  much 
reluctance  did  him  a  differvice.§  All  men  took  notice  of 
his  difcontent;  and  lord  Clarendon  fays,*  he  has  caufe  to  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  king  was  prevailed  with  to  fign  them,  becanfe 
he  ■was  told,  that  there  being  violence  and  force  ufed  to  obtain 
them ,  they  were  therefore  in  themfelves  null,  and  in  quieter 
tunes  might  eafdy  be  revoked  and  difannulled.  A  dangerous 
doftrine,  as  it  may  tend  to  overthrow  the  mod  eflablifhed 
laws  of  a  country!  To  give  the  reader  the  act  itfelf: 


“  WHEREAS  hilltops  and  other  perfons  in  holy  or- 
“  ders,  ought  not  to  be  entangled  with  fecular  jurifdi&ion 
“  (the  office  of  the  miniftry  being  of  fitch  great  Importance 
“  that  it  will  take  up  the  whole  man.)  And  for  that  it  is 
“  found  by  long  experience,  that  their  intermedling  with  fe- 
“  cular  jurifdictions  hath  occaiioned  great  mifchiefs  and  fcan- 
“  dais  both  to  church  and  Hate,  his  majefty  out  of  his  reli¬ 
gious  care,  of  the  church,  and  fouls  of  his  people,  is  gra- 
“  cioufly  pleafed  that  it  be  enacted,  and  by  authority  of  "this 
“  prefent  parliament  be  it  enacted,  that  no  archbifhop  or 
“  hiihop,  or  other  perfon  that  now  is  or  hereafter  fhall  be 


§  Rnfhworth,  part  3.  vol.  i.  p.  532. 
*  Vol.  i.  p.  429,  430. 
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<e  *n  orders,  fhall  at  any  time  after  the  1 5th  day  of  Fe- 
“  bruary,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1641,  have  any  feat  or 
tc  place,  fuftrage  or  vote,  or  ufe  or  execute  any  power  or 
“  authority  in  the  parliaments  of  this  realm,  nor  fhall  be 
“  of  Privy  council  of  his  majefty,  his  heirs  or  fucceffors, 
“  or  juftices  of  the  peace  of  oyer  and  terminer  or  gaol  de- 
“  livery,  or  execute  any  temporal  authority,  by  virtue  of 
“  anycommiffion;  but  fhall  be  wholly  difabled,  and  be  un- 
“  capable  to  have,  receive,  ufe,  or  execute  any  of  the  faid 
“  offices,  places,  powers,  authorities,  and  things  aforefaid. 

“  And  be  it  further  enafted  by  the  authority  aforefaid, 
“  that  all  afts  from  and  after  the  faid  1 5th  of  February’ 
“  which  fhall  be  done  or  executed  by  any  archbifhop  or 
“  bifhop,  or  other  perfod  whatfoever  in  holy  orders;  and 
‘c  all  and  every  fuffrage  or  voice  given  or  delivered  by 
“  them  or  any  of  them,  or  other  thing  done  by  them  or 
any  of  tnem,  contrary  to  the  purport  and  true  meaning 
of  this  acf,  fhall  be  utterly  void  to  all  intents,  conflruc- 
“  tions,  and  purpofes.” 

Thus  the  peerage  of  the  bifliops  and  the  whole  fecular 
power  of  the  clergy,  ceafed  for  about  twenty  years;  how 
far  they  contributed  to  it  by  their  pride  and  ambition,  their 
fovereign  contempt  of  the  laity,  and  indifcreet  behaviour 
towards  their  proteftant  brethren,  has  been  already  obferved. 
Their  enemies  faid  the  hand  of  God  was  againfl  them,  be¬ 
caufe  they  had  given  too  much  countenance  to  the  ridicu¬ 
ling  of  true  devotion  and  piety,  under  the  name  of  godly 
puritanifm-,%  becaufe  they  had  filenced  great  numbers  of 
minifters  eminent  for  learning  and  religion,  for  not  comply¬ 
ing  with  certain  indifferent  rites  and  ceremonies,  while  others 
who  were  vicious,  and  infufficient  for  their  office,  were  en¬ 
couraged;  becaufe  they  made  a  flrifter  enquiry  after  thofe 
who  fafted  and  prayed,  and  joined  together  in  religious 
exercifes,  than  after  thofe  who  were  guilty  of  fwearing, 
drunkennefs,  and  other  kinds  of  debauchery;  becaufe  they 
difcouraged  afternoo’n  fermons  and  leftures,  and  encouraged 
fports  and  paflimes  on  the  Lord’s  day ;  becaufe  they  had 

Baxter’s  Hiftory,  Life  and  Times,  p.  33. 
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driven  many  hundred  families  out  of  the  land  ;  and  were, 
upon  the  whole,  enemies  to  the  civil  interefls  of  their  coun¬ 
try  Others  obferved,  that  mod  of  them  verged  too  much 
towards  the  fee  of  Rome,  and  gave  ground  to  fufpeft  that 
they  were  defigning  an  union  between  the  two  churches, 
which  at  a  time  when  the  Roman  catholicks  in  Ireland  had 
embrued  their  hands  in  the  blood  of  almoft  two  huudr  ed 
thoufand  proteftants,  and  were  fo  numerous  at  home  as  to 
make  large  and  publick  collections  of  money  to  fupport  the 
king  in  his  war  againft  the  Scots,  was  fuflicient  to  make 
every  fincere  proteftant  jealous  of  their  power.  Befides,  the 
bilhop  themfelves  had  been  guilty  of  many  oppreffions ; 
they  had  in  a  manner  laid  alide  the  prafhce  of  preaching, 
tliat  they  might  be  the  more  at  leifure  for  the  governing 
part  of  their  fun&ion ;  though  even  here  they  devolved 
the  whole  of  their  jurifdiftion  upon  their  chancellors  and 
under  officers.§  They  did  not  lit  in  their  confiftories  to 
hear  complaints,  or  do  jullice  either  to  clergy  or  laity,  but 
turned  over  the  people  to  regifters,  pro&ors,  and  apparitors, 
who  drew  their  money  from  them  againft  equity  and  law, 
and  ufed  them  at  difcretion.  Few  or  none  of  them  made 
their  vifitations  in  perfon,  or  lived  in  their  epifcopal  cities ; 
by  which  means  there  was  no  kind  of  hofpitality  or  libera¬ 
lity  to  the  poor.  Divine  fervice  in  the  cathedrals  was  neg¬ 
lected  or  ill  performed,  for  want  of  their  prefence  and  in- 
fpeftion.  Inftead  of  conferring  orders  at  the  mother  church, 
they  made  ufe  of  the  chapels  of  their  private  houfes,  with¬ 
out  requiring  the  affiftance  of  their  deans  and  chapters  upon 
fuch  folemn  occafions;  they  pronounced  the  cenfures  of 
deprivation  and  degradation  in  a  monarchical  and  abfolute 
manner,  not  calling  in  the  deans  and  chapters  to  any  Jhare 
of  the  adminiftration.  And  upon  the  whole,  they  did  little 
elfe  but  receive  their  rents,  indulge  their  eafe,  confult  their 
orandeur,  and  lord  it  over  their  brethren.  Thefe  wrere  the 
popular  complaints  againft  them,  which  made  the  citizens 
rejoice  at  their  downfall,  and  attend  the  palling  the  bill  with 
bonfires  and  illuminations.  However,  if  all  thefe  things  had 
not  concurred  in  a  nice  and  critical  juncture  of  affairs,  the 


^  Collyer's  Ecclefuilical  Hiftory,  va!.  ii.  p,  820. 
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attempts  of  the  houfe  of  commons  would  have  been  m 
vain neither  the  king  nor  peers  being  heartily  willing  to 
epnve  them  of  their  feats  in  parliament.  This  was^one 
of  the  Iaft  bills  the  king  paffed ;  and  the  only  law  which  he 
enafted  in  prejudice  of  the  eftablifhed  church.*  Here  his 
maje  y  made  a  hand  and  by  a  meffage  fent  to  both  houfes 
delned  not  to  be  preft  to  any  one  fingle  aft  further  till  the’ 
whole  affair  or  church  government  and  the  liturgy  was  fo 
digefted  and  fettled,  that  he  might  fee  clearly  whm  was  fit 
to  remain,  as  well  as  what  was  fit  to  be  taken  away. 

*  Rufh  worth,  part.  3,  vol.  i.  p.  554. 
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Front  the  KingC  leaving  Whitehall  to  the  commencement 

of  the  Civil  War. 

,  '  .  i  f  7  -  '  ,  '  ' 

ALL  things  now  tended  to  a  rupture  between  the  king 
and  parliament ;  the  legiflature  being  divided  and  the 
conftitution  broken.  While  the  royal  family  was  at  Hamp¬ 
ton  Court,  the  officers  and  foldiers  who  were  quartered  about 
Kingfton,  to  the  number  of  two  hundred,  madefuch  diftur- 
bances,  that  the  militia  of  the  county  was  raifed  to  difperfe 
them.  After  a  few  days  the  king  removed  to  Wind- 
for,  where  a  cabinet  council  was  held  in  prefence  of  tire 
queen,  in  which,  befides  the  resolution  of  palling  no  more 
bills,  already  mentioned,  it  was  further  agreed,  that  her  ma- 
jefly  being  to  accompany  the  princefs  her  daughter  to  Hol- 
Jand,  in  order  to  her  marriage  with  the  prince  of  Orange, 
ffiould  take  with  her  the  crown  jewels,  and  pledge  them  for 
ready  money;  with  which  fhe  lhould  purchafe  arms  and  am¬ 
munition,  &c.  for  the  king’s  fervice.  She  was  alfo  to  treat 
with  the  kings  of  France  and  Spain  for  four  thoufand  fol¬ 
diers,  by  the  mediation  of  the  pope’s  nuncio.  It  was  further 
refolved,  that  his  majefty  ffiould  come  to  no  agreement  with 
the  parliament,  till  he  underllood  the  fuccefs  of  her  negocia- 
tions,  but  ffiould  endeavour  to  get  poffeffion  of  the  important 
fortreffies  of  Portfmouth  and  Hull,  where  the  arms  and  arril- 
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wn  but  by  authority  of  the  king,  fignihed  by  both  houfes 
Par  ’ament.  ’Sir  John  Hotham  was  fent  to  fecure  the  ma¬ 
gazine  at  Hull ;  and  a  guard  was  placed  about  the  tower  of 
London,  to  prevent  the  carrying  out  any  ordnance  or  ammu¬ 
nition  without  confent  of  parliament.  Lord  Clarendon ,  and 

w  EaJhJrd->  cenfure  the  two  houfes  for  exercifina 

theie/r/?  ads  of  foyer eignty ;  how  far  they  were  neceflary 
for  their  own  and  the  pubhck  fafety,  after  what  had  part, 
and  the  refolutions  of  the  councils  at  Windfor,  I  leave  with 


The  command  of  the  militia  had  been  ufually  in  the  crown; 
though  the  law  had  not  pofitively  determined  in  whom  that 
great  power  was  lodged ,  as  Mr.  Whitlocke  undertook  to  prove 
•f  0^  tljcr commiffioners  at  Uxbridge:*  the  king  claimed 
the  iole  difpofal  of  it,  whereas  the  parliament  infilled  that  it 
was  not  in  the  king  alone,  but  in  the  king  and  parliament 
jointly ;  and  that  when  the  kingdom  is  in  imminent  danger, 

“  the  ro>’al  P°wer  be  not  exerted  in  its  defence,  the  military 
force  may  be  railed  without  it.  But  waving  the  queftion 
right,  the  parliament  defired  the  command"  of  the  militia 
might  be  put  into  fuch  hands  as  they  could  confide  in  only 
for  two  years,  till  the  prefent  diforders  were  quieted,  this 
the  king  refufed,  unlefs  the  houfe  would  firfl  give  up  the 
queftion  of  right,  and  veil  the  foie  command  of  the  militia  in 

„  A  “h  t,heTreatT?t  Oxbridge,  printed  in  King  Charles’s  works,  and  in 
Dugdales  Short  V  tew  of  the  Troubles  of  England,”  and  feparate  by  itfelf 
in  quarto,  by  Lttchftetd  1 645 ;  I  can  find,  “  fays  Dr.  Grey,  no  fuch  offer 
“  of  proof  made  by  Mr.  Whitlocke .”  This  is  true,  and  the  reafon  may  be 
afiigned;  the  piece  referred  to,  exhibits  only  the  requifitions  on  one  fide, 
and  the  anfwers  on  the  other,  without  going  into  the  detail  of  matters  that 
were  the  fubjefts  of  converfation  merely;  but  becaufe  the  aflertion  of  Mr. 
Neat'  be  not  found  in  the  «  relation  of  the  Treaty  of  Uxbridge,”  and  he 
fubjoins  no  authority  for  it,  Dr.  Grey  adds,  “  he  will  not  I  hope  take  it 
“  amifs,  if  we  do  not  implicitly  take  his  word.”  The  reader  will  judge 
1  anc*  dberality  of  this  infinuation,  when  he  is  informed  that 

Mr.  Neal  fpoke  on  the  heft  authority,  that  of  Mr.  Wbitelocke  himfelf.  Me¬ 
morials,  p.  124;  who  further  tells  us,  that  a  motion  was  made  to  appoint 
a  aay  to  hear  him  and  Sir  Edward  Hyde,  who  advanced  the  doflrine  of  the 
king  s  abfolute  power  over  the  militia,  debate  the  point ;  but  by  the  inter¬ 
ference  of  the  earl  of  Southampton,  and  fome  other  gentlemen,  the  debate 
was  declined.  But  the  commiffioners  of  both  kingdoms  on  their  return  to 
their  quarters,  gave  Whitlocke  thanks,  and  faid  “  the  honour  of  parliament 
“  was  concerned  therein,  and  vindicated  by  him.  Ed. 
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the  crown  by  form  of  law  ;  which  the  parliament  declined, 
and  voted  the  advifers  of  that  anfwer  enemies  of  the  kingdom. 

Multitudes  of  petitions  were  prefented  to  the  houfes  from 
the  city  of  London,  and  from  the  counties  of  MHdlefex, 
Hertford,  Effex,  &c.f  befeeching  them  to  provide  for  the 
fafety  of  the  nation,  by  difarming  papifts,  by  taking  care  of 
the  proteftams  in  Ireland,  by  bringing  evil  counfellors  to  pu- 
nilhment,  by  putting  the  kingdom  into  a  pollute  or  defence, 
and  by  committing  the  forts  and  caftles  of  the  kingdom,  to 
fuch  perfons  as  both  houfes  could  confide  in;  but  their  ban  s 
were  tied,  becaufe  the  king  who  has  the  hole  execution  or 
the  laws,  would  aft  no  longer  in  concert  with  his  parliament. 
The  commons,  encouraged  by  the  fpirit  of  the  people,  pe¬ 
titioned  a  fecond  time  for  the  militia,  and  framed  an  ordi¬ 
nance,  with  a  lift  of  the  names  of  fuch  perfons  in  whom 
they  could  confide.  His  majefty,  in  order  to  amnfe  the  houfc 
and  gain  time,  told  them,  that  'he  could  not  divefi  himfelf  of 
that^jufi power  that  God  and  the  laws  of  the  kingdom  had 
placed  in  him  for  the  defence  of  his  people ,  for  any  indefinite 
time.  After  this  they  prefented  a  third  petition  to  the  king 
at  Theobalds ,  [March  j]  in  which  they  proteft,  that  if  his 
vvajefiy  perfifis  in  that  denial ,  the  dangers  and  dijiempers  of 


f  Dr.  Grey  obferves,  with  a  fneer,  that  amongft  thefe  petitions  were  fome 
remarkable  ones ;  namely,  one  from  the  porters  15000  in  number;  another 
in  the  name  of  many  thoufands  of  the  poor  people;  and  a  third  from  tne 
tradefmen’s  wives  in  and  about  the  city  of  London,  deliveiedby  Mrs.  Anne 
Stagge,  a  brewers  wife.  (i  Thefe  petitions,  “  fays  the  Doftor,  “  would 
“  have  been  worthy  a  place  in  Mr.  Neal’s  curious  colle&ion.”  The  con¬ 
tempt  which  Dr.  Grey  cafts  on  thefe  petitions,  will  not  appear  generous  or 
juft  to  one  who  reflects  on  the  objects  of  thefe  petitions,  which  were  mghly 
interefting ;  who  eftimates  things  not  by  the  flu&uation  and  faftitious  claims 
of  rank  and  wealth,  but  by  the  ftandard  of  reafon  and  reftitude;  and  who 
refpefts  the  rights  of  property,  how  fmall  foever  that  property  be,  of  fecu- 
rity  and  of  confcience,  which  attach  themfelves  to  every  clafs  and  order  of 
men.  With  refpeft  to  the  petition  of  the  virtuous  matrons,  and  the  refpeft 
with  which  it  was  treated  by  parliament,  who  commiftioned  Mr.  Pym  to 
return  an  anfwer  in  perfon,  both  are  fan£tioned  by  the  Roman  hiftory:  the 
legiflator  of  that  great  empire,  when  towering  to  its  utmoft  fplendor,  re¬ 
ceived  and  encouraged  the  petitions  of  women.  Macauley’s  Hiftory  of 
England,  vol.  iii.  p.  1S7,  88,  the  note.  The  female  petitioners  in  the 
inftance  before  us,  by  their  public  fpirit  and  the  (hare  they  took  in  the 
common  calamities  produced  by  oppreffion,  did  honour  to  themfelves  and 
their  fex;  and  the  condutt  of  the  hqyife  towards  them,  was  not  lef$  politick 
than  complaifant.  £d. 
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the  kingdom  were  fuch  as  would  endure  no  longer  delay  •  and 
therefore ,  if  his  Majefly  will  not  fat  if y  their  defines,  they  /hall 
be  mf or ced,  for  the  fafety  of  the  kingdom ,  to  difpofe  of  the 
mi  it ia  by  authority  of  both  hoafes  of  parliament, ,  and  they  re- 
Jofve  to  do  it  accordingly  :*  befeeching  his  majefty  at  the  fame 
t.me  to  refide  near  his  parliament.  The  king  was  fo  en¬ 
framed  with  this  proteftation,  that  he  told  them,  he  was 
amazed  at  their  me/age,  but  Jhould  not  alter  his  reflation  in 
any  point. f  And  mftead  of  refxding,  near  his  parliament  he 
removed  to  Newmarket,  and  by  degrees  to  York.  Upon 
tms  die  commons  voted,  March  4,  That  the  kingdom  be  forth- 
wit o  put  into  a  pojlure  of  defence  by  authority  of  both  houfes ' 
tnjuch  a  way  as  is  already  agreed  upon  by  both  houfes  of  par¬ 
liament  ;  |j  and  next  day  they  publifhed  an  ordnance  for  that 
'  PurPl .  ’  March  9>  both  houfes  prefented  a  declaration  to 
tne  king  at  Newmarket,  “  expreffing  the  caufes  of  their 
“  Jears  and  jealoufies,  and  their  earned:  defires,  that  his  ma- 
“  jelly  would  put  from  him  thofe  wicked  and  njifehievous 
‘  councilors,  that  have  canfed  thefe  differences  between  him 
“  and  his  parliament;  that  he  would  come  to  Whitehall,  and 
continue  his  own  and  the  prince’s  refidence  near  his  par¬ 
liament,  vniar  he  may  do  with  more  honour  and  fafetv 
than  in  any  other  place.  We  befeech  your  majefly  (fay 
“  they)  to  confider  in  tvhat  Hate  you  are,  and  how  eafy  the 
way  is  to  happinefs,  greatnefs,  and  honour,  if  you  will  join 
with  your  parliament;  this  is  all  we  expert,  and  for  this 
£C  we  will  return  you  our  lives  and  fortunes,  and  do  every 
tr  dl‘nh  can  to  lupport  your  juft  fovereignty  and  power. 

hitit  it  is  not  words  alone  that  will  fecure  us;  that  which 
“  we  delire  is  fome  real  effeft  in  granting  tiiofe  things  that 
lbe  prefent  necefiities  ot  the  kingdom  require.”  They 
and  funner,  c‘  that  his  majefty’s  removal  to  fo  great  a  diftance 
not  only  obflructed  the  proceedings  of  parliament,  but 
tc  looked  like  an  alienation  of  the  kingdom  from  himfelf 
fi  and  family. ”§  His  majefty’s  beft  friends  advifed  him  to 
rake  this  opportunity  of  returning  to  London ;  and  it  mud 
he  folcly  imputed  to  his  majefly  s  own  reflation  (Lays  lord  Cla¬ 
rendon)  that  he  took  not  that  courfe\  but  inllead  of  this  he 

*  Rufhworth,  part  3,  vol.  i.  p.  525,  f  Ibid.  p.  524. 

;|  Rapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  419,  folio  cd.  §  Ruftworth,  jtert  vol.  i.  p.  528. 
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broke  out  into  a  paffion,  and  told  them,  he  had  his  fears  for 
the  true  proteftant  profeffion  and  the  laws  as  well  as  they : 
cc  What  would  you  have  ?  (fays  his  majefty)  have  I  violated 
cc,your  laws,  or  denied  to  pafs  any  bill  for  the  eafe  of  my 
€c  fubjefts?  I  do  not  afk  you  what  you  have  done  for  me. 
“  God  fo  deal  with  me  and  mine,  as  my  intentions  are  up- 
“  right  for  maintaining  the  true  proteftant  profeffion  and  the 
“  laws  of  the  land.”  Being  alked  by  the  earl  of  Pembroke , 
<c  whether  he  would  not  grant  the  militia  fora  little  time?” 
his  majefty  fwore  by  God,  no,  not  for  an  hour .  When  he  was 
put  in  mind  of  his  frequent  violation  of  the  laws,  his  majefty 
replied,  that  lie  had  made  ample  reparation,  and  did  not  ex¬ 
pert  to  be  reproached  with  the  actions  of  his  minifters.* 

As  his  majefty  infifted  upon  the  militia,  he  claimed  alfo  an 
unalienable  right  to  all  the  forts  and  garrifons  of  the  kingdom , 
with  an  tin controul able  power  to  difpofe  of  the  arms  arid  ammu¬ 
nition  laid  up  in  them ,  as  his  proper  goods .  This  the  parlia¬ 
ment  difputed,  and  maintained,  that  they  were  his  majefty’s 
only  in  truji for  the  puhlick ,  and  that  in  difeharge  of  this  truft 
the  parliament  fitting  are  his  counfellors ;  for  if  the  king  had 
fuch  a  property  in  the  forts  and  magazines  as  he  claimed,  he 
might  then  fell  or  transfer  them  into  an  enemy’s  hand  as  ab- 
folutely  as  a  private  perfon  may  his  lands  and  goods ;  which 
is  a  ftrange  maxim,  and  contrary  to  the  aft  of  40  Edw.  III. 

Many  declarations  paffed  between  the  king  and  his  par¬ 
liament  on  this  argument,  while  each  party  were  getting  pof- 
feffion  of  all  that  they  could.  The  king  was  contriving  to 
make  fure  of  the  magazine  of  Hull,  but  the  parliament  were 
before  hand  with  his  majefty,  and  not  only  fecured  that  im¬ 
portant  fortrefs,  but  got  the  command  of  the  fleet  [March 
3 1  ?]  which  fubmitted  to  the  earl  of  Warwick ,  whom  the  par¬ 
liament  appointed  to  be  their  admiral. 

The  ordinance  of  March  5,  For  difpofing  of  the  militia 
by  both  houfes  of  parliament  without  the  king ,  in  cafes  of  ex¬ 
treme  danger  to  the  nation ,  of  which  danger  the  two  houfes  were 
the  proper  judges ,  with  the  fubfequent  refolutions  of  March  16, 
were  the  grand  crisis  which  divided  the  houfe  into  two 
parties.  Mr.  Hyde ,  afterward  lord  Clarendon ,  Mr.  Bridge- 
man ,  Mr.  Palmer ,  and  other  eminent  lawyers  and  gentlemen, 

*  Rufhworth,  part  3,  vol.  i.  p.  533. 
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having  given  their  opinion  againft  the  ordinance,  quitted 
their  feats,  and  retired  to  the  king.  On  the  other  hand, 
ferjeant  Maynard,  li  hillocks ,  Glyn ,  Selden,  the  lord  keeper 
Littleton ,  Mr.  Lee,  St .  John,  Grimjlon ,  and  divers  others  of 
no  lefs  judgment  in  law,  and  of  a  fuperior  intereft  in  their 
country,  accepted  of  commiilions  in  the  militia ,  and  continued 
in  the  fervice  of  the  parliament.  Many  retired  to  their  coun¬ 
try  feats,  and  were  for  (landing  neuter  in  this  nice  conjunc- 
tute;  out  tjiofe  that  remained  in  the  houfe  were  about  three 
hundred,  befides  fifty  that  were  employed  in  the  country, 
and  about  fifty  more  ablest  with  leave ;  the  reft  went  over 
to  the  king,  and  were  fome  time  after  expelled  the  houfe. 
But  from  this  time  the  fitting  members  were  more  refoiute, 
and  met  with  lefs  oppofition. 

March  i  y,  his  majefty  acquainted  the  houfes  from  Hun¬ 
tingdon,  with  his  defign  to  refide  for  fome  time  at  York ;  and 
adds,  that  he  expected  “  they  fliould  pay  a  due  regard  to 
“  his  prerogative,  and  to  the  lav/s  eftabliftied ;  and  that  none 
of  his  fubjefts  fliould  prefume,  under  colour  of  any  order 
“  or  ordinance  of  parliament,  to  which  his  majefty  is  not  a 
party,  to  do  or  execute  what  is  not  warrantable  by  the 
“  laws.”  His  majefty’s  intention,  by  this  meftage,  was  to 
put  a  flop  to  all  further  proceedings  of  the  parliament,  for 
their  own  and  the  nation’s  fecurity,  till  they  had  digefted  ail 
their  grievances  into  a  body.  Upon  receiving  this5 declara¬ 
tion  both  houfes  came  to  thefe  refolutions  among  others: 
March  16,  Refolded. ,  “  That  thole  who  advife  his  majefty 
to  abfent  himfelf  from  the  parliament,  are  enemies  to  the 
peace  of  the  kingdom,  and  juftly  fufpefted  to  be  favourers 
of  the  rebellion  in  Ireland.* 

Refolved ,  “  That  the  ordinance  of  parliament  for  the 
militia  is  not  inconfiftent  with  the  oath  of  allegiance;  but 
that  the  feveral  commifflons  granted  by  his  majefty  under 
iC  the  great  feal  to  the  lieutenants  of  the  feveral  counties  are 
illegal  and  void.j- 

Refolved ,  u  That  in  cafes  of  extreme  danger,  and  of  his 
majefty’ s  refufal  to  aft  in  concert  with  his  parliament,  the 
people  ought,  by  the  fundamental  laws  of  the  kingdom, 

“  to  obey  the  ordinance  of  both  houfes  concerning  the 
*  Rufb  worth,  p.  534.  f  Rapin,  voh  ii.  p.  422,  folio  edit. 
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“  militia;  and  that  fuch  perfons  as  fliall  be  appointed  deputy 
“  lieutenants,  and  are  approved  by  both  houfes,  ought  to 
take  upon  them  to  execute  their  offices. 

It  was  refolded  further ,  “  That  the  two  houfes  of  par- 
cc  liament  being  the  reprefentative  body  of  the  whole  nation, 
“  and  tVvro  parts  in  three  of  the  legiflature,  were  the  proper 
“  judges  of  the  ftate  and  condition  of  it. 

Refolded ,  “  That  when  both  houfes  agreed  that  the  nation 
“  was  in  extreme  danger,  as  they  now  did,  the  king  was 
“  obliged,  by  the  laws  of  nature  as  well  as  by  the  laws  of 
the  land,  to  agrpe  to  thofe  remedies  which  they  who  are 
cc  liis  p'reat  council  ffiould  advife  him  to.  This  feems  evident 

o 

from  the  ftatute  of  25  Edw.  III.  entitled,  the  Statute  of 
Provifors  of  Benefices,  which  fays,  that  the  right  of  the 
“  crown  of  England ,  and  the  laws  of  the  realm ,  is  fuch ,  that 
upon  the  mif chiefs  and  damages  that  happen  to  this  realm , 
cc  cur  fovereign  lord  the  king  ought ,  and  is  bound  by  his  oath , 
with  the  accord  of  his  people  in  parliament ,  to  ordain  remedy 
for  removing  thereof  \ 

Pjefolved ,  “  That  if  in  fuch  a  time  of  danger  his  majefty 
cc  deferts  his  parliament,  or  refufes  to  concur  with  them  in 
ordaining  fuch  remedies  as  are  abfolutely  neceffary  for  the 
common  fafety,  then  the  two  houfes  ought  to  look  upon 
“  themfelves  as  the  guardians  of  the  people,  and  provide 
for  their  defence. 

Refolved ,  “  That  when  the  lords  and  commons,  which  is 
“  the  fupreme  court  of  judicature  in  the  kingdom,  ffiall  de- 
££  clare  what  the  law  of  the  land  is  ;  to  have  this  not  only 
cc  queftioned  but  contradi&ed,  and  a  command  that  it  ffiould 
“  not  be  obeyed,  is  a  high  breach  of  the  privilege  of  par- 
cc  liament.5’ 

His  majefty  on  the  other  hand  averred,  “-That  the  king¬ 
dom  was  in  no  danger,  but  from  the  arbitrary  proceedings 
of  the  parliament,  who  were  invading  the  royal  preroga¬ 
tive,  and  fubverting  the  conftitution  in  church  and  {fate, 

“  That  if  the  kingdom  was  really  in  danger,  he  was  the 
cc  guardian  and  protestor  of  his  people,  and  was  anfwerable 
cc  to  God  only  for  his  conduft;  but  that  parliaments  were 
temporary  and  diffolvable  at  his  pleafure ;  that  he  ffiould 

f  Rufhworth,  p.  669, 
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theiefore  confidfer  them  as  his  counfellors  and  advifers, 
but  not  his  commanders  or  didlators. 

cc  Hts  majefty  admitted,  “  That  in  fome  doubtful  cafes  the 
“  parliament  were  judges  of  the  law,  but  he  did  not  think 
“  himfelf  bound  to  renounce  his  own.  judgment  and  under- 
ftanding,  by  palling  laws  that  might  feparate  from  his 
“crown  that  which  was  in  a  manner  efiential  to  it,  fviz.)  a 
“  power  to  proted  his  fubjeds ” 

To  which  the  commons  replied,  “  That  the  king  alone 
could  not  be  judge  in  this  cafe,  for  the  king  judges  not 
cc  matters  of  law  but  by  his  courts;  nor  can  the  courts  of 
“  law  be  judges  of  the  Hate  of  the  kingdom  againft  the  par- 
cc  liament,  becaufe  they  are  inferior ;  but  as  the  law  is  de- 
^  tei  mined  by  the  judges,  who  are  the  king’s  council,  fo 
tap  Hate  of  the  nation  is  to  be  determined  by  the  two 
houfes  of  parliament,  who  are  the  proper  judges  of  the 
conftitution.  If  therefore  the  lords  and  commons  in  par¬ 
liament  aflembled  declare  this  or  the  other  matter  to  be 
<c  according  to  law,  or  according  to  the  conftitution  of  the 
cc  kingdom,  it  is  not  lawful  for  any  Angle  perfon  or  inferior 
“  court  to  contradict  it.”* 

But  inflead  of  tiring  the  reader  with  a  long  paper  war  in 
fupport  of  thefe  propofitions,  I  will  make  one  general  re- 
mark,  which  may  ferve  as  a  key  to  the  whole  controverfy. 
JJ  we  fuppofe  the  kingdom  to  be  in  its  natural  Jlate ,  after  the 
king  had  withdrawn  from  his  parliament ,  and  would  ad  no 
longer  in  concert  with  them .  Ij  the  conftitution  was  then  entire , 
and  the  mojl  confiderable  grievances  redreffed.  If  the  laws  in 
being  were  a  fufficient  fecurity  againft  the  return  of  popery  and 
arbitrary  power ,  and  there  was  good  reafon  to  believe  thofe  laws 
would  have  their  free  courfe ;  then  the  king’s  arguments  are 
ftrong  and  conclufive ;  for  in  all  ordinary  cafes,  the  admi- 
niitration  of  juftice,  and  the  due  execution  of  the  laws,  is 
vefled  in  the  crown ;  nor  may  the  lords  and  commons  in 
parliament  make  new  laws,  or  fufpend  and  alter  old  ones, 
without  his  majefty ’s  confent.  But  on  the  other  hand,  if 
tn  the  opinion f  of  the  lords  and  commons  in  parliament  afemblc  'f 


*  Rufhworth,  part  3,  vol.  i.  p.  698.  Rapin,  p.  477. 

*  It  fhould  rather  be  if>  according  to  the  opinion  of  the  lords  and  com¬ 
mons  &c. 
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who  are  the  reprefentatives  of  the  whole  nation,  the  conflitudion 
is  broken;  by  the  king3 s  deferting  his  two  houfes ,  and  revolving 
to  add  no  longer  in  concert  with  them ,  or  by  any  other  overt-acls 
of  his  majcfty  s  council ,  inconfflent  with  the  confutation •  Or 
if  both  houfes  fhall  declare *  the  religion  and  liberties  of  the  na¬ 
tion  to  be  in  imminent  danger ,  either  from  foreign  or  domeflick 
enemies ,  and  the  king  will  not  concur  with  his  parliament  to 
apply  fuch  remedies  as  the  wifdom  of  his  two  houfes  jhall  think 
neceffary ;  then  certainly,  after  proper  petitions  and  reinon- 
ft  ranees,  they  may  from  the  neceffity  of  the  cafe  provide  for 
the  publick  fafety,  as  much  as  in  the  cafe  of  nonage  or 
captivity  of  the  prince.  In  order  therefore  to  decide  in 
the  prefent  controverfy,  we  mud  make  an  edimate  of 
the  true  condition  of  the  nation ;  whether  it  was  in  its 
natural  date;  or  whether  the  conditution  being  divided  and 
, broken  by  the  king's  deferring  his  parliament,  the  legal 
form  of  government  was  not  diffolved?  In  the  former  cafe 
I  apprehend  the  king  was  in  the  right ;  in  the  latter,  the 
parliament. 

This  unhappy  controverfy  was  managed  with  great  warmth 
and  mutual  reproaches,  though  with  this  decency,  that  the 
king  did  not  charge  his  parliament  with  criminal  defigns, 
but  only  a  malignant  party  in  both  houfes ;  nor  did  the  par¬ 
liament  reproach  the  perfon  of  the  king,  but  laid  all  their 
grievances  upon  his  evil  counfellors ;  however,  it  is  eafy  to 
obferve,  that  it  was  impoffible  the  two  parties  fliould  agree, 
becaufe  they  reafoned  upon  a  different  principle;  the  king 
iupponng  the  nation  was  in  a  found  date,  and  that  therefore 
the  laws  ought  to  take  their  natural  courfe  ;  the  parliament 
apprehending  the  conditution  broken,  and  that  therefore 
it  was  their  duty  to  provide  for  the  publick  fafety,  even 
without  the  king’s  concurrence.  But  we  fhall  have  more 
light  into  this  controverfy  hereafter. 

v  r 

*  Rather  if,  as  both  houfes  Jhall  declare ,  the  religion  and  liberties  of  the 
nation  be  in  imminent  danger,  id c. 

The  controverfy  turns  not  on  the  opinion  and  declaration  of  the  two 
houfes,  but  on  the  truth  of  the  farts  dated.  And  thefe  amendments  pre- 
f  rve  the  contrail  between  the  opponte  parts  of  Mr.  Neal's  propolition: 
which  he  is  very  politely  reprefented  by  bifnop  Warburton  as  not  knowing 
how  to  pate*  Ed. 
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To  return  to  the  hiftory.-  Though  the  Scots  were  made 
eafy  at  home,  being  in  full  poffeffion  of  their  civil  and  reli¬ 
gious  rights,  yet  they  could  not  remain  unconcerned  fpefta- 
tors  of  the  ruin  of  the  Englilh  parliament,  partly  out  of 
gratitude  for  the  favours  they  had  received,  and  partly  from 
an  apprehenfion  that  the  fecurity  of  their  own  fettlement  as 
well  as  the  introducing  their  kirk  difcipline  into  England 
depended  upon  it.  While  the  king  was  at  Windfor  the 
Scots  commiffioners  at  London  offered  their  mediation  be¬ 
tween  his  majefty  and  his  two  houfes:  in  their  petition  they' 
tell  lus  majefty,  44  that  the  liberties  of  England  and  Scot- 
“  land  muff  ibmd  and  fall  together;’’  and  after  fome  expref- 
fions  of  grief  for  the  diftraftions  of  England,  which  they 
conceive  to  arii'e  from  the  plots  of  the  papifts  and  prelates 
whofe  aim  has  been  not  only  to  prevent  any  further  refor¬ 
mation,  but  to  fubvert  the  purity  and  truth  of  religion  ;  they 
ofter  their  lervice  to  compofe  the  differences,  and  befeech 
his  majefty  to  have  recourle  to  the  faithful  advices  of  both 
“  houfes  of  parliament,  which  will  not  only  quiet  the  minds 
“  °f  his  Englilh  fubje&s,  but  remove  the  jealoufies  and 
“  fears  that  may  poffefs  the  hearts  of  his  fubjefts  in  his  other 
kingdoms.  m  then  paper  of  the  fame  date  to  both 
houfes  of  parliament,  January  15,  “  They  return  thanks  to 
“  the  parliament  of  England  for  the  affiftance  given  to  the 
^  i .  nd  in  fettling  their  late  troubles;  and 
“  next  to  the  providence  ol  God  and  his  majeffy’s  goodnefs, 

4  they  acknowledge  their  obligations  to  the  mediation  and’ 

44  brotherly  kindnefs  of  the  Englilh  parliament;  and  now 
44  by  way  of  return,  and  to  discharge  the  trull  repofed  in 
them,  they  offer  their  mediation  between  them  and  the 
king,  befeeching  the  houfes  to  confider  of  the  fairefl  and 
44  moll  likely  methods  to  compofe  the  differences  in  church 
44  and  flate.”  Billrop  Burnet  fays,  their  defigns  was  to  get 
epifcopacy  brought  down  and  prelbytery  fet  up,  to  the  firjl 
of  which  mo jl  of  the  members  were  willing  to  confent ,  but  few 
were  cordial  for  the  latter . 

The  king  was  highly  difpleafed  with  the  Scots  mediation , 
and  lent  them  word  that  the  cafe  of  England  and  Scotland 
was  dint  tent ;  an  ocotland  (fays  lus  maiefty)  epifcopacy  was 
v  cv  it ny  fettled  by  law,  and  is  found  to  be  contrary  to  the 
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genius  of  the  people;  but  in  England  it  is  rooted  in  the  very 
conftitution,  and  has  flourifhed  without  interruption  lor 
einhty  years ;  he  therefore  commands  them  not  to  tranfaCt 
between  him  and  his  parliament,  without  firft  communicating 
their  proportions  to  him  in  private.  At  the  mine  tun--  his 
maiefty  fent  letters  into  Scotland,  and  ordered  the  chancellor 
to  life  his  utmoft  efforts  to  keep  that  kingdom  to  a  neutrality. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  parliament  threw  thcmfelvcs  into 
the  arms  of  the  Scots;  they  thanked  the  comimflioiiti  >  for 
their  kind  and  feafonable  interpofition,  and  piayed  them  to 
continue  their  endeavours  to  remove  the  prefent  diffractions, 
and  to  preferve  the  union  between  the  two  kingdoms.  ^  i  hey 
wrote  likewife  into  Scotland  to  the  fame  purpofe ;  the  ef- 
fefts  of  which  will  appear  at  the  next  meeting  of  their  par¬ 
liament. 

In  the  mean  time,  the  lords  and  commons,  in  order  to  en¬ 
courage  the  expectations  ot  their  friends  in  both  kingdoms, 
publilhed  the  following  declaration  of  their  intentions: 

Die  Sabbati ,  April  9,  1642. 

“  The  lords  and  commons  declare,  that  they  intend  a  due 
and  neceflary  reformation  of  the  government  and  difeipline 
“  of  the  church,  and  to  take  away  nothing  in  the  one  but 
«  what  will  be  evil  and  juftly  ofteniive,  or  at  leaft  unneceffary 
“  and  burthenfome ;  and  for  the  better  effecting  thereof, 
“  fpeedily  to  have  confultation  with  godly  and  learned  di- 
vines ;  and  becaufe  this  will  never  of  ltfeif  attain  the  ends 
“  fought  therein,  they  will  ufe  their  utmoft  endeavours  to 
“  eftabliffi  learned  and  preaching  minifters,  with  a  good  and 
'<■  fufficient  maintenance,  throughout  the  whole  kingdom, 
“  wherein  many  dark  corners  are  miferahly  deftitute  ot  the 
«  means  of  falvation,  and  many  poor  minifters  want  necef- 
“  fary  provifion.” 

This  declaration  was  ordered  to  be  publilhed  by  the  IherifFs 
of  the  feveral  counties,  for  the  fatisfattion  of  the  people. 

The  diftance  between  London  and  York  increafed  the 
mifunderftanding  between  the  king  and  his  parliament;  num¬ 
bers  of  pallengers  travelling  between  the  two  places  with 
fecret  intelligence,  the  parliament  appointed  the  following 
oath  to  be  taken  by  all  who  came  from  the  king’s  quarters. 

C6  f 
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«  r eaiv  ofi3ltt/Weah  ■ fr°m  my  hmrt'  that  1  willnot’  di- 
«  thisZ^rfnll  r  Unt°'  T  wUlin&  “M* tb*  ^ng  in 
«  forces  raiCH  V  >  ^  the  Parlkl^nt,  nor  any 

Jhl  fI-  yedr  wlthout  conJent  rf  the  two  houfes  of  parliament 

„  m  thlS  caufi  or  ™*r.  And  I  do  likewife  dear  that  ml 

“  ToTof  “nd/ubnuttinZ  myfelf  ™der  the  power  and  protel 
«e  hr  /  parliament ,  is  without  any  manner  of  defizn  what 

fever  to  the  prejudice  of  the  proceedings  of  this  pnfent  par- 

«  t™*’  ?!tb6Ut  direclion'  P^%/or  aiJce  of  tle 

«  II  ££"  T'5  °r  °fd  0ther  than  d  have  made 

u0  belP  me  God,  and  the  contents  of  this  book.” 

Aprif  j,T64“"Cd  "’e  N£OAT,VE  OATH>  and  was  voted 

As  loon  as  the  correfpondence  was  thus  interrupted  num 
bers  of  hbdlous  news-papers ,  mercuries ,  and  weekly  intelli- 
geneers,  began  to  appear  full  of  fcandal  and  reproach  ^where 
bv  the  conduct  of  great  and  wife  men  was  afperfed/inTume-' 
rable  falfe  reports  fpread  through  the  nation,  and  the  foirits 
o'  the  people  iharpened  for  war.  On  the  fide  of  the  k!n  * 
vj  as  Mercunus  Auhcus ;  and  on  the  fide  of  the  parliament 
Me.  cunus  Britannicus:  when  the  king  fixed  his  court  at 
ora,  the  learned  garriion  drew  their  pens  for  the  king- 
as  the  politicians  of  London  did  for  the  parliament;  and 
w  ide  the  armies  were  m  the  field,  thefe  gentlemen  employed 
tliemfe  ves  m  celebrating  their  wonderful  exploits  to  the 
people;  fo  that  beiides  the  abovementioned  weekly  papers 
i iirre  appeared  Mer curias  Ruficus—Pragmaticus— Political 
-  ubheas  Dnirnals  and  Intelligencers  without  number 
1  he  pulpits  alfo  were  employed  in  the  fame  work ;  the 
preachers  dealt  too  much  m  politicks,  and  made  free  with 
the  characters  and  addons  of  their  fuperiors:  there  were  in- 
cem  lanes  on  both  fides;  the  king’s  preachers  enhanced  his 
majelty  s  cnarafter,  'and  treated  the  parliament  as  rebels  and 
traitors ;  and  rite  parliament  minifters  were  no  lefs  culpable* 

■or  though  they  avoided  foeaking  difrefipedlfully  of  the  per- 
iono,  the  king,  they  declaimed  again!!  the  hierarchy,  again!! 
cV  1  tinu  counfellors,  and  glanced  at  the  queen  herfeif 

as  preventing  the  harmony  between  his  majeffy  and  the  par- 

*  Rulhwonh,  part  3,  vol.  i.  p.  760. 
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!i ament,  and  pufliing  him  upon  meafures  that  were  deflruc- 
tive  to  the  proteftant  religion  and  the  confutation  of  their 
country;  which,  how  true  loever  in  itlelf,  was  a  fubject  very 
unfit  for  the  pulpit. 

The  great  refort  of  the  nobility  and  gentry  to  the  court 
at  York,  gave  his  majelty  new  life,  and  encouraged  him  to 
treat  his  parliament  with  very  fovereign  language;  he  fent 
them  word,  that  he  would  leave  nothing  extorted  from  him  ; 
nor  would  he  grant  them  any  thing  father  that  the  law  had 
put  into  his  hands.  §  At  the  fame  time  his  majelty  attempted 
to  feize  upon  the  magazine  of  Hull,  purfuant  to  the  fcheme 
formed  at  Windfor  in  January  lad  ;  and  accordingly  appeared 
before  the  town  with  three  hundred  horfe  April  23,  but 
was  denied  entrance  with  more  than  twelve  attendants; 
whereupon,  after  an  hour’s  time  allowed  for  deliberation,  his 
majofty  caufed  Sir  John  Hot  ham  the  governor  to  be  pro¬ 
claimed  a  traitor  by  two  heralds  at  arms,  and  then  retired  to 
York  full  of  refentment  for  the  affront  he  had  received, 
which  he  did  not  fail  to  communicate  to  the  parliament,  de- 
manding  juflice  againft  Sir  John  Hotham  according  to  law; 
however  the  parliament  ilood  by  their  governor,  and  ordered 
the  arms  and  ammunition  in  Hull  to  be  removed  to  the 
Tower  of  London,  except  what  was  neceflary  for  the  de¬ 
fence  of  the  place. 

Upon  his  majelty ’s  return  to  York,  he  commanded  the 
committee  of  parliament,  which  were  fpies  upon  his  actions, 
to  retire  to  London,  but  they  excufed  themfelves,  as  being 
ordered  to  continue  by  thofe  who  employed  them.  His 
majefly  alio  fummoged  the  nobility  and  gentry  of  the  northern 
counties  to  meet  him  at  York,  [May  12,]  when  he  ac¬ 
quainted  them  with  his  reafons  for  refilling  the  militia  bill, 
and  with  the  treafonable  behaviour  of  Sir  John  Hotham  in 
keeping  him  out  of  Hull,  and  depriving  him  of  his  magazine, 
being  his  own  proper  goods.  u  Since  treafon  is  countenanced 
“  lb  near  me  (fays  his  majelfy)  it  is  time  to  look  to  my  fafety; 

none  can  blame  me  to  apprehend  danger,  I  am  therefore 

refolved  to  have  a  guard — — ”  The  gentry  were  divided 
in  their  fentiments  about  the  king’s  conduct,  and  gave  an- 


-w  ^  1  >  y  o 

fwers  as  they  were  differently  affected,  though  all  were  wil- 

§  Rapin,  p.  354, 
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ling  to  ferve  iiis  majefty  accordin'?  to  law.  After  fever  il 
other  affemblies  of  the  nobility,  gentry,  freeholders,  and  ml 
flilters  of  \  one  had  been  held  by  his  majefty’s  command,  in 
a  1  Vv  1IC^  ^  declared,  that  he  was  refolved  to  defend  the  true 
frotejiant  religion  ejlablijhed  in  the  reign  of-  queen  Elizabeth  • 
to  govern  by  law  for  the  future ;  and  t fat  he  had  no  intention 
to  make  war  with  his  parliament ,  except  it  were  in  way  of 
defence f  a  regiment  of  horfe  was  raifed  for  the  fecurity'  of 
his  majeity’s  perion,  and  the  command  given  to  the  prince 
of  \V  ales.  1  his  was  the  firft  levy  of  troops  in  the  civil 
war,  his  majefty  having  as  yet  only  a  regiment  of  the  militia 

of  fix  hundred  men,  befides  the  reformadoes  that  attended 
the  court. 

About  the  fume  time  [IVTay  iyj  die  king1  ordered  the 
courts  of  juftice  to  remove  from  Weftminfter  to  York,  and 
ic.xit  toi  ferjeant  major  drippon^  an  old  experienced  officer,  to 
attend  him  m  peilon,  which  the  parliament  prevented  j  but 
were  not  fo  fuccefsful  in  relation  to  the  great  feal ,  which  the 
keeper  fent  privately  to  the  king  by  the\neffenger  that  came 
for  it  [May  22  f  and  next  day  followed  himfelf.  This  was 
a  fenflble  difappointment  to  the  parliament,  efpecially  as  it 
was  attended  twin.  the  lois  of  nine  other  peers,  who  deferted 
tneir  ftunons  in  tne  noufe  about  tne  fame  time,  and  went 
over  to  the  king,  as  did  confiderahle  numbers  of  the  com¬ 
mons,  tus  majelty  having  now  given  orders  to  ail  his  friends 
to  leave  the  houfe  and  repair  to  him,  which,  inftead  of  break- 
ing  up  the  parliament,  as  was  intended,  ftrengthened  the 
hands  of  the  country  party ,  and  gave  them  an  opportunity 
after  feme  time  of  expelling  the  deferters. 

Things  being  come  to  this  crifis,  the  parliament  voted 
May  20,  “  That  it  was  now  apparent  that  the  king,  feduced 
<c  by  wicked  counfel,  intended  to  make  war  upon  the  parlia- 

c  mem. - --That  whenioever  the  king  maketh  fuch  war  it 

is  a  breacii  of  trlift,  contrary  to  his  coronation  oath,  and 

tending  to  the  diffolution  of  the  government. - That 

<c  whofoever  feall  ferve  or  afiift  his  majefty  in  fuch  war  are 
€C  traitors,  and  have  been  fo  adjudged  by  two  afts  of  par- 
*c  liament  11  Rich.  II.  and  1  Henry  IV.- — -May  28,  they 


Rrihwoith,  part  3,  vol.  i.p.  615,  624,  Pvapin,  vol.  ii.  p.  434,  35,  fol.  ed. 

“  ordered 
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“  ordered  all  flier  ids  and  juftices  of  peace,  &c.  to  make 
«  ftav  of  all  arms  and  ammunition  carrying  to  'fork,  and 
“  to  difperle  all  forces  coming  together  by  the  king’s  com- 
“  miffion.” 

To  iuftify  their  refpeftive  proceedings,  both  parties  pub- 
liflied  their  reafons  to  the  world;  a  luminary  of  which  being 
contained  in  the  parliament's  memorial  of  May  t  9,  and  the 
king’s  anfwer,  I  ihall  give  the  reader  an  abftract  of  them. 

The  parliament  in  their  memorial  avow,  in  the  prefence 
of  the  all-feeing  Deity,  “  That  the  lincerity  of  their  endea- 
“  vours  have  been  directed  only  by  the  king’s  honour  and 
“  the  publick  peace,  free  from  all  private  aims,  perfonal  re- 
fpe£ts  and  paffions  whatfoever.  They  complain  of  his 
majefty’s  being  drawn  into  the  north,  far  front  his  parlia- 
“  rnent,  which  has  given  occalion  to  many  falfe  rumours  and 
fcandalous  reports,  to  the  interrupting  the  good  under- 
ftanding  between  the  king  and  his  parliament. - They 
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take  notice  of  thole  evil  counfellors  which  have  prevailed 
with  his  majefty  to  make  infractions  upon  his  royal  word, 
as  that,  on  the  word  of  a  king;  and  as  1  am  a  gentleman , 

46  I  will  redrefs  the  grievances  of  my  people . - 1  am  refolded 

to  put  myfelf  on  the  love  and  affection  of  my  E ?igl ifh  fubjecls. 
— We  do  engage  folemnly ,  on  the  word  of  a  king ,  that  the 
fecurity  of  all ,  and  every  one  of  you ,  from  violence ,  is  and 
fhall  he  as  much  my  care ,  as  the  prefervaiion  of  us  and  our 
children .  Since  which  time  the  ftudies  and  chambers  of 
fome  of  the-  members  had  been  broken  open,  and  fix 
of  them  attempted  to  be  feized  in  the  parliament-hcufe, 
“  the  blame  of  which  they  are  willing  to  impute  to  his-  evil 
counfellors.  And  though  the  king  difavows  fuch  coun- 
fellors,  we  hold  it  our  duty  (fay  they)  humbly  to  avow, 
“  there  are  fuch,  elfe  we  muft  fay,  that  all  the  ill  things  done 
cc  in  his  majefty’s  name  have  been  done  by  himfelf,  wherein 
we  Ihould  neither  follow  the  direction  of  the  law,  which 
fays,  the  king  can  do  no  wrong;  nor  the  arfcCtion  of  our 
own  hearts,  which  is  to  clear  his  majefty  as  much  as  may 
<c  be  of  ail  mifgovernment,  and  to  lay  the  fault  upon  his  mi- 
cc  millers,  [j  If  any  ill  be  done  in  matters  of  ftate  the  council 
are  to  anfwer  for  it,  and  if  in  matters  of  law  the  judges, 

|j  Rufhwortln  part  3,  vcl. p.  693. 
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“  J,!d  ],?e'vnniC1gr  tht;  ma7  excd!ent  afls  that  his  maiefty 
ad  laidy  p„ded  for  the  advantage  of  his  fub  lefts  ”7,4 

Aenad^,  “  that  in  none  of  theAave  they Sreaved  his 
ir.ajt..y  of  any  juft,  neceflary,  or  profitable  prerogative  of 
b.  ere,™.  They  declare  their  difSlowa.tce  ‘of  all  fedidous 
<£  ,beli’  bur£  co^aui  of  many  mutinous  petitions  that  have 
«  oeen  Prefefd  to  the  king  to  divide  him  from  his  parlia- 
cc  J;rnt  '  aRd  whereas  the  king  had  infinuated,  that  the 
«  }  A  was;  t0  ,oe  deftroyed  to  make  way  for  prelbyterv 
te  c  7  /lV cr.’ l  hat  tbey  defire  no  more  than  to  encourage  piety 
4C  a"d  iea!;nin§’  and  w  place  learned  and  pious  preachers  in 

d!!  PanLrs>  tvitu  a  fufficient  /maintenance _ Upon  the 

6t  Wll°  e’ tbcy  av,er  the  kingdom  to  be  in  imminent  danger  from 
<c  and  dif contented  party  at  home, 

e<  a‘ld  hcf  ln  fuch  a  caJe  the  kingdom  muji  not  be*  without 
means  to  preferve  itfelf  They  aver  that  the  ordinary  means 
«  7  Pfovidmg  for  the  publick  fafety  is  in  the  king  and par- 
uamen. ,  j  but  becaufe  the  king  being  only  a  Angle  perfon 
may  be  liable  to  many  accidents,  the  wifdom  of  the  ham 
m  fuch  cafes  has  intruded  the  two  houfes  of  parliament  to 
c  .UPP  J  waat  drall  be  wanting  on  the  part  of  the  prince,  as 
in  cages  oj  captivity,  nonage ,  or  where  the  royal  trust 
‘is  not  discharged;  which  the  lords  and  commons 
having  declared  to  be  the  prefent  cafe,  there  needs  no  fur- 
f.  !  K authority  to  affirm  it;  nor  is  it  in  the  power  of  any 
" peri  on  or  court  to  revoke  that  judgment.  They  then 
meiuion  forne  proofs  of  the  nation’s  danger,  and  conclude 
with  praying  for  the  protection  of  Almighty  God  upon 
“  tae,  king,  and  befeech  his  majefty  to  call  from  him  his 
t,  CV1!  counfcllorsb  afi'uring  him  and  the  whole  kingdom,  that 
they  defire  nothing  more  than  to  preferve  the  purity  and  ' 
■  power  of  religion,  to  honour  the  king  in  all  his  juft  pre¬ 
rogatives,  aim  to  endeavour  to  the  utmofl  of  their  power, 
•.hat  an  pai  iflies  may  have  learned  and  pious  preachers, 

•  and  thole  preachers  competent  livings.  And  they  doubt 
J  not  t0  overcome  all  difficulties,  if  the  people  do  not  de- 
fr1*-  ‘■bem  to  their  own  undoing;  and  even  in  this  cafe. 

“  they  declare '  they  will  not  betray  their  trujl,  but  look  beyond 
their  own  lives  and  ejlates ,  as  thinking  nothing  worth  enjoy - 

||  Ibid.  p.  699. 
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“  ing  without  the  liberty ,  peace,  and  fafety  of  the  kingdom , 
arcy  thin*  too  much  to  be  hazarded  for  the  obtaining  of  it  ” 
His  majefty,  in  bis  anfwer,  is  not  willing  to  charge  his 
parliament  with  mi/behaviour,  but  only  a  malignant  party  in 
both  hoyifes.  He  denies  the  feveral  plots  and  confpiracies 
mentioned  in  their  declaration,  and  takes  notice^  oi  tlmir 
mifa'pplying  the  word  parliament  to  the  vote  of  both  houies, 
whereas  the  king  is  an  effential  part  of  the  parliament,  tbs 
majefty  confeffes  that  his  going  to  the  houfe  of  commons 
to  feize  the  five  members  was  an  enoi  m  foim,  but  main¬ 
tains  the  matter  of  the  accufation  to  be  juft,  and  therefore 
thinks  he  ought  not  to  be  reproached  with  it.  He  neither 
affirms  nor  denies  the  defign  of  bringing  the  aimy  to  London, 
but  quibbles  with  the  words  defign  and  reflation ,  (as  Rapin 
obferves)  king  Charles  I.  being  very  fkilful  m  inch  xoit  or 
ambiguities.  His  majefty  made  no  reply  to  the  parliament’s 
reafoning  upon  the  head,  of  the  king's  neglecting  to  dif charge 
his  trujl ,  but  feems  to  infmuate,'  that  the  parliament  fhould 
in  no  cafe  meddle  with  the  government  without  an  exprefs 
law.  He  denies  his  knowledge  of  any  evil  counfellors  about 
him;  and  declares  that  he  did  not  willingly  leave  his  parlia¬ 
ment,  but  was  driven  away  by  the  tumults  at  Whitehall ; 
and  adds,  that  by  the  help  of  God  and  the  laws  of  the  land , 
he  would  have  jufi ice  for  th of e  tumults  ;  nor  does  his  majefty 
own  the  promoting  or  retaining  in  his  fervice  any  who  are 
difaffefted  to  the  laws. of  the  kingdom;  but  he  will  not 
take  a  vote  of  parliament  for  his  guide,  till  it  is  evident  they 
are  without  paffion  or  affeftion.  The  king  charges  them 
home  with  the  greateft  violation  of  the  laws  and  liberties  of 
the  fubjeft.  u  What  is  become  of  the  law  that  man  was 
born  to  (fays  he)  ?  And  where  is  magna  charta ,  if  the  vote 
of  parliament  may  make  a  law?”  His  majefty  concludes 
with  a  fevere  remark  on  the  parliament’s  calling  the  petitions 
prefented  to  him  mutinous.  “  Hath  a  multitude  of  mean 
“  inconfiderable  people  about  the  city  of  London  had  li- 
cc  berty  to  petition  againft  the  government  of  the  church, 
againft  the  book  of  common  prayer,  &c.  and  been  thanked 
for  it?  And  fhall  it  be  called  mutiny  in  the  graved  and 
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I!  ^«Z7s  in  London,  and  gentry  of  Kent,  to  frame  pe- 

cc  ‘  d  nor  H  S°VerrCd  b-y  the  known  Jaws  of  the  laJd, 
«  of  ;7ZJeS  of  P^f^nt?  Is  not  this  evidently  the 
.  Y  "  a  faction  i  Let  heaven  and  earth,  God  and  man 
judge  between  us  and  thefe  men !”  ~  5 

acrl-dh^-T-  Wf 11  -jUdSC  °f  th,e  Weight  of  tllefe  declarations 
t°:d  n8  fcrmer  ,remark-  '  The  parliament  fuppofes 

er+edin  :t.  ^  l  iK’  ~  Jhe  ro*al  ?ower  not  ™- 

£ ‘  ,  lh  deffcf  n  which  cafe  they,  as  guardians  of  the 
h!°Pk’  ^,pre;lend  thcmfelves  empowered  to  aft  in  its  de- 

'f'f'  ,\lle  k,n§  raPP°!es  the  nation  to  be  in  its  natural 
j.ate  ana  m  m  manner  of  danger,  but  from  a  malignant  party 

a  fl/l  f  iWaA  hou/fs’ and  that  therefore  the  laws  ihould  have 
tatiruee  and  ordinary  cctirfe.  Upon  thefe  contrary  fup- 

ponnonsme  arguments  on  both  fides  are  invincible  \  but 

vas  fS  been  aheaay  obferved)  it  was  impoffible  they  fhould 

produce  any  good  effeff,  til!  it  was  firft  agreed  whether  the 

nation  was  m  danger  or  whether  the  royal  promife  might 
be  relied  upon  with  fafety.  J  J  ° 

_On  the  2d  of  June  the  parliament  prefented  the  king 
with  the  .urn  or  all  their  defires  for  the  reformation  and  fe- 
curtty  of  caurch  and- fate,  in  nineteen  propofitions,  accord¬ 
ing  to  his  majefty’s  command  in  January  lad.  Thofe  which 
i  elate  to  the  date  are  built  upon  the  fuppofition  above-men¬ 
tioned,  that  toe  nation  ’was  in  imminent  danger;  and  that 
after  fo  many  infractions  of  the  royal  word,  it  was  not  to 
be  relied  upon  for  the  execution  of  the  laws  but  in  conjunrihn 
-f  iw  the  parliament.  They  therefore  pray,  “  that  his  ma- 
“  jelly’s  privy  counfellors ,  commanders  of  forts  and  garrifons 
“  and  jU  the  Sreat  officers  of  fate ,  may  be  approved  by  the 
'f.  °  kGllies >  tkat  ^ie  judges  may  hold  their  places  quam 
dm  fc  bene  gefferint ;  that  the  militia  may  be  in  the  hands 
“  ofrthe  parliament  for  the  prefent ;  that  all  publick  bufi- 
“  n,e‘s  ma7  be  determined  by  a  majority  of  the  council,  and 
“  that  they  may  take  an  oath  to  maintain  the  petition  of 
“  andjuch  other  laws  as  fall  be  enaried  this  prefent 

fffi°n.  *  T.  Ley  pray  tnat  the  jullice  of  parliament  may  pal's 
upon  delinquents ;  that  the'  lord  Kimbolton  and  the  five 
“  members  may  be  effectually  cleared  by  act  of  parliament, 
ariu  tuat  l»is  rhajcltj  wpuid  enter  into  alliances  with  foreign 

44  princes 
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«  princes  for  the  fupport  of  die  proteftant  religion, 

It  is  hard  to  exprefs  his  majefty’s  refentment  againft  all  thefe 
propofitions  (except  the  two  laft),  which  he  fays  were  fit 
only  to  be  offered  to  a  vanquished  prifoner;  that  he  were 
unworthy  of  his  noble  defcent  if  he  fliould  part  with  fuch 
flowers  of  the  crown  as  are  worth  all  the  reft  of  the  gar¬ 
land.  “  If  thefe  things  are  granted,  (fays  he)  we  may  have 
<c  the  title  of  a  king,  and  be  waited  upon  bareheaded;  we 
“  may  have  our  hand  killed,  and  have  fwords  and  maces 
«  carried  before  us,  but  as  to  real  power  we  fliould  remain 
“  but  the  outfide,  the  pi&ure,  the  fign  of  a  king.”  His 
majefty  therefore  rejefted  them  in  the  grofs  with  this  Sove¬ 
reign  reply,  Nolumus  leges  Anglice  mutari. 

The  propofitions  relating  to  religion  are  thefe : 

Prop .  IV.  u  That  he  or  they  to  whom  the  government 
“  and  education  of  the  king’s  children  fliall  be  committed, 
"  “  be  approved  of  by  both  houfes  of  parliament,  and  in  the 
«  intervals  of  parliament  by  the  majority  of  the  privy-coun- 
“  cil ;  and  that  fuch  fervants  againft  whom  the  houfes  have 
any  juft  exception  be  removed."' 

j Prop.  V.  “  That  the  marriages  of  the  king’s  children 

<c  be  with  confent  of  parliament,  under  penalty  of  a  pra- 
“  munire  on  fuch  as  fliall  conclude  them  otherwife,  and  net 
to  be  pardoned  but  by  parliament. 

Prop.  VI.  “  That  the  laws  in  force  againft  jefuits,  priejis , 
and  popijh  recufants ,  be  ftriclly  put  in  execution,  without 
any  toleration  or  difpenfatioii  to  the  contrary;  and  that 
fome  more  effectual  courfe  may  be  ena&ed  by  authority 
of  parliament,  to  difable  them  from  making  any  difturbance 
in  the  ftate,  or  eluding  the  laws  by  trufts  or  otherwife. 
Prop.  VII.  “  That  the  votes  of  popilh  lords  in  the 
houfe  of  peers  may  be  taken  away,  fo  long  as  they  con¬ 
tinue  papifts ;  and  that  your  majefty  will  confent  to  fuch 
«  a  bill  as  fliall  be  drawn,  for  the  education  of  the  chil- 
cc  dren  of  papifts  by  proteftants,  in  the  proteftant  religion. 

Prop.  VIII.  u  That  your  majefty  will  be  pleafed  to  con- 
“  fent,  that  fuch  a  reformation  be  made  of  the  church  go.* 
u  vermnent  and  liturgy,  as  both  houfes  of  parliament  fliall 
advife,  wherein  they  intend  to  have  confultation  with  di- 
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VIU5S’  as  1S  exprcfled  in  their  declaration  for  that  parpofe* 

cc  f  rat  Vur  maie%  %v'b  contribute  your  beft  affiftance 
tor  the  railing  of  a  fufficient  maintenance  for  preaching 

cc  lers  through  the  'kingdom ;  and  that  your  maiefty 
£.  Wl11.  be  pleafed  to  give  your  confent  to  the  laws,  for  the 
taking  away  of  innovations  and  fuperftitions,  and  of  plu- 
raiities,  and  agaiaft  fcandalous  miniflers.” 

lo  thefe  propofitions  his  majefty  replied  as  follows: 

7°  the  fourth  and  fifth,  concerning  the  education  and  dif- 
pojai  of  his  children I  hat  he  had  committed  them  to  the 
care  °*  petfons  of  quality,  integrity  and  piety,  with  fpe- 
*  C!a‘  regai'd  to  their  education  in  the  principles  of  the  true 
Pr°teftant  religion,  but  that  he  would  never  part  with  that 
tmk’  .  'ch  God,  nature,  and  the  laws  of  the  land,  had 
C'  phicedin  him;  nor  would  he  fuller  any  to  fhare  with  him 
in  h's  power  of  treaties  ;  but  he  affured  them,  that  he 
would  not  entertain  any  treaty  of  marriage  for  his  chil¬ 
dren  without  due  regard  to  the  proieftent  religion ,  and  the 
honour  of  uis  family ;  and  that  lie  would  take  fuch  care 
lbe,PlulCc  ales,  and  his  other  children,  as  fiiould 
Ja  ilbn  God  as  a  fatner,  and  to  his  dominions  as  a 
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lo  the  fix  ui  prop  edition,  concerning  popiJJs  vecn fonts ,  bis 
majefty  admitted,  I  bat  ii  they  could  find  any  more  effec- 
cc  tual  courfe  to  difable  them  from  difturbing  the  ft  a 


iC,  or 


eiudmg  the  laws,  by  trulls  or  otherwife,  he  ou  An  to  ojv 
“  his  confent  to  it.”  •  D  ^ 

I  o  the  feventh,  concerning  the  votes  of  popijh  lords ,  his 
majeity  replied,  cc  that  lie  was  informed,  thofe  lords  had 
prudently  withdrawn  from  the  houfe  of  peers,  but  he  did 
not  conceive  that  a  law'  again  ft  the  votes  of  any,  where 
blood  gave  them  their  right,  was  fo  proper,  in  regard  of 
cc  the  privilege  of  parliament;  however,  his  majefty  was 
content,  that  as  long  as  they  did  not  conform  to  the  doc¬ 
trine  and  difciplme  of  the  church  of  England,  they  fiiould 
'•c  not  fa  \n  the  houfe.  of  peers,  but  only  vote  by  proxy.  As 
cc  for  a  bill  for  the  educating  the  children  of  papifts  in  the 
cc  proteftant  religion,  he  fiiould  be  very  glad  of  it,  and 
^  would  encourage  it;. 
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To  the  eighth  proportion,  touching  reformation  of  church 
government  and  liturgy ,  his  majefty  refers  them  to  his  decla¬ 
ration  of  December  i,  in  which  he  had  declared,  44  that  he 
6C  was  willing  to  remove  illegal  innovations  \  that  if  his  pat  - 
“  liament  advifed  him  to  call  a  fynod  to. examine  into  fuch 
cc  ceremonies  as  gave  offence,  he  would  take  it  into  confide- 
44  ration,  and  apply  himfelf  to  give  due  fatisfa&ion  therein ; 

(C  but  he  was  perfuaded  in  his  confidence,  that  no  church 
“  could  be  found  upon  earth,  that  profeffed  the  true  reli- 
4C  gion  with  more  purity  of  doftrinc  than  the  church  of 
cc  England ;  nor  where  the  government  and  difeipline  are 
more  beautified,  and  free  from  fuperftition,  than  as  they 
are  here  eftablifhed  by  law ;  which  his  majefty  is  deter¬ 
mined  with  constancy  to  maintain,  as  long  as  he  lives,  in 
“  their  purity  and  glory,  not  only  againft  all  innovations  of 
popery,  but  from  the  irreverence  of  thofe  many  fchifma- 
ticks  and  feparatifts,  wherewith  df  late  this  kingdom  and 
the  city  of  London  abounds,  for  the  fuppreffion  of  whom 
his  majefty  requires  the  afliftance  of  his  parliament.  As 
u  for  fuch  matters  in  religion  which  were  in  their  own  na- 
44  ture  indifferent,  his  majefty  refers  them  to  his  firft  decla- 
44  ration,  printed  by  advice  of  his  privy-council,  in  which 
44  he  had  declared,  that  he  was  willing,  in  tendernefs  to  any 
44  number  of  his  loving  fubjefts,  to  admit  that  fome  law 
44  might  be  made  for  the  exemption  of  tender  confciences 
from  punifhment  or  profecution  for  fuch  ceremonies  ;  pro¬ 
vided  it  be  attempted  and  purfued  with  that  modefty,  tem¬ 
per,  and  fubmiflion,  that  the  peace  and  quiet  of  the  king- 
44  dom  be  not  difturbed,  the  decency  and  comelinefs  of  God’s 
44  fervice  difcountenanced,  nor  the  pious,  fober,  devout 
44  aftions,  of  the  firft  reformers  fcandalized  and  defamed. 
44  His  majefty  adds,  that  he  had  formerly  referred  fly*  com- 
44  pofing  the  prefent  diftraftions  about  church  government 
“  and  liturgy  to  the  wifdom  Or  the  parliament,  but  de- 
“  fired  he  might  not  be  firmed  to  any  fmgle  aft  on  his  part,  till 
“  the  whole  be  fo  defied  and  fettled  by  both  houfes,  that  his 
majefty  may  c fear  l y  fee  what  is  fit  to  be  left  as  well  as  what 
is  ft  to  be  taken  away.  His  majefty  obferves  with  fatisfac- 
tion,  that  they  clef  re  only  a  reformation ,  and  not ,  as  is  daily 
preached  in  conventicles,  a  defrudlion  of  the  prefent  difeipline 
Vol.II.  Mm  "  - 
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“  Sfinf -f?  ffland  prom.ifes  t0  concur  with  his  parliament  in 
railing  a  lufhcient  maintenance  for  preaching  minifters  in 

4£  UC,h, manner  as  flrall  be  moll  for  the  advancement  of  piety 

«  and  learmi?gi  put  as  for  the  other  bills,  againft  fuper/litious 

«  lnmvatw>7s:  and  pluralities,  his  majefty  can  fay^ nothing  to 
them,  till  he  fees  them. 5 ,  x  ° 

It  wsno?v  apparent  to  all  men,  that  this  controverfy, 
;  C,hK  lat  hitherto  been  debated  by  the  pen,  mull:  be  de- 
cided  by  the  fword  ;  for  this  purpofe  the  queen  was  all  this 
ile  m  Holland  negociatmg  foreign  iupplies :  her  majefty 
pledged  the  crown  jewels,  and  with  the  money  arifin*  from 
thence  purchafed  a  fmall  frigate  of  thirty-two  guns,  called 
the  Providence,  and  freighted  it  with  two  hundred  barrels  of 
powder,  two  or  three  thoufand  arms,  feven  or  eight  field- 
pieces,  and  fome  ready  money  for  the  king’s  fervice,  all 
which  were  lafely  convoyed  to  his  majefty  at  York,  about 
the  beginning  of  June.  .  The  parliament  had  been  advertifed 
ot  the  queen  s  proceedings,  and  acquainted  the  king  with 
their  advices  ?  which  at  firft  he  was  pleafed  to  difown,  for 

™  Yrrl  de5kratlon  of  March  9,  he  tells  the  parliament, 
Whatfoever  you  are  advertifed  from  Paris,  &c.  of  foreign 

aids,  we  are  confident  no  fober  honeft  man  in  our  king¬ 
dom  can  believe,  that  we  are  fo  defperate,  or  fo  fenfelefs 
“  as  t0  entertain  fuch  defigns  as  would  not  only  bury  this 
“  our  kingdom  in  certain  deftruftion  and  ruin,  but  our  name 
‘and  pofterity  in  perpetual  fcorn  and  infamy.”*  One  would 
think  by  this  that  the  king  did.  not  know  what  was  doino- 
with  the  crown  jewels,  though  they  were  carried  over  with 
his  leave,  and  (as  Mr.  Wbitlocke  fays)  that  with  them  and 
the  aififtance  of  the  prince  of  Orange,  a  fufficient  party 
might  be  raifed  for  the  king.  But  in  this  anfwer,  as  in  moil 
others,  a...  malepy  bad  his  ambiguities  and  refervations.J 
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%  Bilhop  Warburton  contends  that  by  ford™  aids  the  king  underftoo 
:  the  parliament  certainly  meant,  foreign  Infs.  His  lordihip  ther 


what  the  parliament  certainly  meant,  foreign  trof^  His  lordfhip  thej 
fore  afferts,  “  there  is  no  ambiguity  here ;  but  thei'£  is  neither  end  r 
cc  meafure,”  he  adds,  “  to  this  hiftorian’s  prejudices  &nd  falfe  reprefen 
<(  tions.”  The  exa£t  Hate  of  the  matter  is,  that  the  parliament  in  th 

.  - explicitly  mention  the  lc 
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declaration  do  ufe  the  words,  foreign  force ,  and  explicitly  rnention  th 
of  4000  men  a  piece  by  the  kings  of  France  and  Spain,  i  he  king 
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It  was  the  king’s  great  misfortune  never  to  get  pofleffion 
of  a  convenient  place  of  ftrength  upon  die  coalt.  The  go¬ 
vernor  of  Port  [mouth  -declaring  for  him,  the  parliament  im¬ 
mediately  ordered  the  militia  of  the  country  to  block  up 
the  place  by  land,  while  rhe  earl  of  Warwick  did  the  fame 
by  fea,  fo  that  it  was  forced  to  furrender  for  want  of  pro- 
vilion,  before  the  king  could  relieve  it.  The  like  difappoint- 
ment  befel  his  majefty  at  Hull,  which  he  befieged  a  fccond 
rime,  July  4,*  with  three  thoufand  foot  and  about  one  thcu- 
fand  horfe,  while  Sir  J.  Pennington  the  king’s  admiral  block¬ 
ed  it  up  by  fea;  but  the  governor  drawing  up  the  iluices  laid 
the  country  under  water,  and  obliged  the  army  to  retire. 
This  was  a  fevere  difappointment,  becaule  his  majelly  had 
fent  word  to  the  parliament  June  14,  that  by  the  help  of  God 
and  the  law,  he  would  have  juftice  upon  thofe  that  kept  him 
out  of  ptull,  or  lofe  his  life  in  requiring  it. 

On  the  other  hand  the  commons,  upon  the  defertion  of 
the  king’s  friends,  ordered  a  general  call  of  the  houfe  June 
16,  and  that  every  member  fhould  anfwer  to  his  name  on 
forfeiture  of  one  hundred  pounds.  The  lords  ordered  the 
nine  peers  that  went  after  the  great  feal ,  to  appear  at  their 
bar  |une8,  and  for  their  non-appearance  [June  27  J  deprived 
them  of  their  privilege  of  voting  in  the  houfe  during  the 
prefent  parliament.  As  the  cotnmons  had  taken  all  imagina¬ 
ble  precautions  to  hinder  the  king  from  getting  the  forts  and 
magazines  of  the  kingdom  into  his  pofleffion,  they  ordered 
all  fufpe&ed  places  to  be  fearched  for  arms  and  ammunition; 
in  the  archbifhop’s  palace  at  Lambeth  they  feized  arms  for 

anfwer  fays,  only  in  general,  “  that  whatever  their  advertifements  from 
Rome,  & c.  were,  he  was  confident  no  fober  honed  man,  &c.”  without  ufing, 
as  Mr.  Neal  inaccurately  reprefents  him  doing,  the  terms  foreign  aids . 
But  will  it  follow  from  hence,  that  the  king’s  anfwer  was  free  from  ambi¬ 
guity  and  refervation,  or  Mr.  Neal's  charge  falfe?  If  what  Mr.  Whitlccke 
fays  were  true,  there  was  a  duplicity  and  ambiguity  in  the  king’s  reply: 
and  it  confided  in  this,  not  in  the  ufe  of  an  equivocal  term,  but  in  cenfu- 
ring  the  meafures,  of  which  he  wasfufpefted,  as  fenfelefs,  defperate  and  per¬ 
nicious;  at  the  fame  time  he  was  actually  taking  fuch  or  fimilar  deps.  Ed. 

*  According  to  Dr.  Grey,  there  is  an  error  in  this  date ;  for  the  king 
iffued  a  proclamation  of  his  intention  to  befiege  Hull,  upon  the  nth  of 
July;  fo  could  not  lay  fiege  to  it  upon  the  fourth.  Ed. 
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about  nve  hundred  men,  and  lodged  them  in  the  Tower  of 
.  ondon;  m  Cobham-Hall  they  feized  five  cart-loads  of 
arms;  and  below  Gravefend  about  one  hundred  pieces  of 
cannon.  As  foon  as  they  heard  the  king  had  received  fun. 
p  les  from  beyond  fea,  and  was  preparing  to  befiege  Hull 
they  ordered  their  ordinance  for  railing  the  militia  to  be  put 
in  execution  in  Effex,  [June  ;,]  when  all  the  regiments  ap¬ 
pealed  full,  befides  a  great  number  of  volunteers  who  de- 
dared  they  would  hand  by  the  parliament  in  this  caufe  with 
their  lives  and  fortunes.  The  king  forbad  the  militia’s  ap¬ 
pearing  in  arms  without  his  confent,  according  to  the  ftatute 
j  Eliz.  cap.  i,  and  iifued  out  commijfions  vf  array ,  according 
to  an  old  ftatute  of  5  Henry  IV.  appointing  feveral  perfons 
of  quality  to  array,  mufter,  and  train  the  people  in  the 
leveral  counties ;  but  the  parliament  by  a  declaration  endea¬ 
voured  to  prove  thefe  commiffions  to  be  illegal,  contrary  to 
the  petition  of  right ,  and  to  a  ftatute  of  this  prefent  parlia¬ 
ment;  and  went  on  with  muftering  the  militia  in  feveral 
°thei  counties,  where  the  fpirit  of  the  people  appeared  to 
be  with  them.  The  execution  of  thefe  counter-commiftions 
occafioned  lome  ikirmilhes  wherever  the  two  parties  hap¬ 
pened  to.  meet. 

On  the  10th  of  June  1642,  the  parliament  publifhed  propo- 
fals  for  borrowing  money  upon  the  publick  faith  at  eight  per 
cent*  mtereft,  allowing  the  full  value  of  the  plate,  befides 
one  fhilling  per  ounce  confederation  for  the  fafliion.  Upon 
information  of  this,  the  king  immediately  wrote  to  the  lord- 
mayor  of  London,  to  forbid  the  citizens  lending  their  money 
or  plate,  upon  pain  of  high  treafon;  notwithftanding  which 
fuch  vaft  quantities  were  brought  into  Guildhall  wathin  ten 
days,  that  there  were  hardly  officers  enough  to  receive  it. 
Mr.  Eachard  computes  the  plate  at  eleven  millions ,  which 
is  monftrous,  for  in  reality  it  was  but  one  million,  two  hun¬ 
dred  fixty-feven  thou  fluid,  three  hundred  and  twenty-fix 
pounds :  the  gentry  of  London  and  Middlefex  brought  in 
the  beft  of  their  plate,  and  the  meaner  fort  their  gold  rings, 
thimbles  and  bodkins.  Lord  Clarendon  fays,  this  zeal  of 
the  people  arole  from  the  influence  and  induftry  of  their 
preachers;  which  might  be  true  in  part,  though  it  was  ra¬ 
ther  owing  to  a  quick  and  feeling  apprehenfion  of  the  dan¬ 
ger 
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ger  of  their  liberties  and  religion,  by  an  inundation  of  popery 
and  arbitrary  power. 

The  king  alfo  tried  his  credit  with  the  people,  by  publiih- 
ino-  a  declaration  inviting  his  lubjects  to  bring  in  their  money, 
fate,  borfes  and  arms  to  York;  upon  the  fecurity  of  his 
forefts  and  parks  for  the  principal,  and  eight  per  cent,  in¬ 
hered,  with  very  little  luccefs,  except  among  tac  courtieis 
and  the  two  univerfities. 

July  7,  his  majedy  lent  letters  to  the  vice-chancellor  and 
heads  of  colleges  in  Oxford ,  defiring  them  to  lend  him  their 
publick  hock,  engaging  upon  the  word  of  a  king  to  allow 
them  eight  per  cent,  for  that  and  all  otiui  iums  of  money 
that  any  private  gentleman  or  Icholar  Ihould  advance.  Ilei  e- 
upon  it  was  unanimoufly  agreed  in  convocation,  to  intruft 
his  rrtajefly  with  their  publick  flock ,  amounting  to  eight  hun¬ 
dred  and  fixty  pounds,  which  was  immediately  delivered  to 
Mr.  Chaworth  his  majedy’ s  meffenger.  lhefcveial  colleges 
alfo  feat  his  majefty  their  plate;  and  private  gentlemen  con¬ 
tributed  confiderable  (urns  of  money,  to  the  value  or  above 
ten  thoufand  pounds.  ||  The  two  houfes  at  Weftminfter  being 
informed  of  thefe  proceedings,  publifhed  an  ordinance,  de¬ 
claring  this  act  of  the  univerfity  “  a  breach  of  truft,  and  an 
4C  alienation  of  the  publick  money,  contrary  to  the  intent 
a  of  the  pious  donors,  and  therefore  not  to  be  juftified  by 
u  the  laws  of  God  or  man;”  that  it  was  alfo  contrary  to 
their  engagements,  for  the  univerfity  being  yet  in  the  hands 
of  the  parliament,  the  lord  Say  and  his  deputy  lieutenants 
had  been  with  the  feveral  maffers  and  heads  of  houfes,  and 
obtained  a  folemn  promife  from  each  of  them,  that  their 
plate  fhould  be  forth-coming,  and  fhould  not  be  made  ufe 
of  by  the  king  againft  the  parliament;  and  yet  contrary  to 
their  engagement  they  fent  it  away  privately  to  York,  where 
it  arrived  July  18,  as  appeared -by  his  majefty’ s  mod  gra¬ 
cious  letter  of  thanks.*  As  foon  as  the  two  houfes  were  in¬ 
formed  of  this,  they  fent  for  the  four  principal  managers  of 
this  affair  into  cuftody,  viz. ,  Dr.  Prideaux  bifliop  of  IVor- 
cefter ,  Dr.  Samuel  Fell  dean  of  Chrjl-Church ,  Dr.  Frewen 
and  Dr  .Potter,  who  abfcqnded,  and  the  fcholars,  encouraged 
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by  their  principals,  bought  arms,  formed  themfelves  into 
companies,  and  laying  afide  their  academical  ftudies,  were 
mfhufted  m  Me  art  of  war,  and  performed  the  military  ex 
eicifes  under  their  refpective  captains  and  leaders.  Such 
was  the  zeal  of  the  vice-chancellor  I)r.  Pink,  that  not  con¬ 
tent  with  marlhalhng  the  umverfity,  he  promoted  the  kina’s 
comtniffton  off  array  among  the  townfmen,  and  received  one 
ol  his  majefly  s  troops  of  horfe  into  garrifon,  for 'which 
e  was  a.  terwards  apprehended  and  committed  to  the  Gate- 
houfe  at  \A  eftmmlher.  The  parliament,  provoked  with  this 
behaviour  of  the  umverfity,  threatened  to  quarter  fome  of 
men-  own  regiments  upon  them,  which  frightened  away  half 
tne  fcholars,  and  put  the  reft  into  fuch  a  terrible  panic 
o  at  the  vice-chancellor  thought  proper  to  write  the  follow! 
mg  lubmiihve  letter  to  the  earl  of  Pembroke  their  chancellor: 

c‘  Right  honourable  ! 

«  MAY  it  pleafe  your  Iordfliip  to  know,  that  this  uni, 
verbify  is  now  m  extreme  danger  of  buffering  all  the  cala, 
mities  that  warlike  forces  may  bring  upon  it.*  Such 

‘  f°rces  we , Iiear  for  certain  are  fome  of  them  already  on 
their  march,  and  others  are  railing  to  aflault  us;  and,  if 
they  may  have  their  wills,  to  deftroy  us!  My  lord,  you 
have  been  felicitous  whom  to  appoint  your  chancellor  for 
next  year,  but  if  theie  forces  come  forward,  and  do  that 
execution  upon  us  that  we  fear  they  intend,  there  will  be 
no  ufe  at  all  ror  a  vice-chancellor ,  for  what- will  be  here 
foi  him  to  do,  where  there  will  be  no  fcholars  for  him  to 
govern  i  Oi  what  fhonld  fcholars  do  here,  having  no  li- 
biaiies  left  them  to  fludy  in,  no  fchools  to  difpute  in, 
chapels  to  ferve  God  in,  colleges  or  halls  to  live  or  lodge 
in,  but  have  all  thefe  ranfacked,  defaced,  demolished,  fo 
as  pofterity  may  have  to  fay,  See!  here  was  for  a  long 
time,  and  till  fuch  a  year,  an  uni  verfity  of  great  renown 
and  eminence  in  all  manner  of  learning  and  virtue,  but 
now  laid  utterly  wafle,  and  buried  in  her  own  ruins*  And 
then  the  queftion  will  be,  Wnat!  had  we  no  lord-chancellor? 

*  or  was  not  he  at>le  ^  proteft  us? - We  are  all  confb 

*  Rufhworth,  part  3,  vol.  ii.  p.  u. 
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“  dent  that  if  your  lordfhip  would  interpofe  for  us  to  the 
“  honourable  houfes  of  parliament  for  our  fafety  and  fecu- 
“  rity,  all  would  be  well  with  us.  The  delinquents  that 
were  fent  for  are  not  one  of  them  here  at  this  time.  Sir 
“  John  Byron ,  with  his  regiment  of  troopers,  we  fhall  foon 
cc  prevail  with  to  withdraw  from  us,  if  he  may  with  fafety 
“  march  back  to  the  king,  who  of  his  own  gracious  care 
“  of  us  fent  him  hither.  And  if  your  lordfhip  fhall  be  fe- 
cured,  that  no  other  forces  fhall  be  here  impofed  upon  us, 

“  that  will  take  the  liberty  to  exercife  that  barbarous  info- 
“  lence  with  which  the  illiterately  rude  and  ruffianly  rabble 
“  of  the  vulgar  threaten  us;  againft  fuch  only  our  young 
«  men  have  lately  taken  in  hand  the  arms  we  have  (a  very 
^  few  God  knows,  and  in  weak  hands  enough)  to  fave  them- 
cc  felves  and  us  from  having  our  libraries  fired,  our  colleges 
46  pillaged,  and  our  throats  cut  by  them,  if  they  fhould  fud- 
4C  denly  break  in  upon  us.  And  this,  my  lord,  is  all  the 
44  finful  intent  we  have  had  in  permitting  them  to  train  in  a 
44  voluntary  and  peaceable  manner  fo  as  they  have  done. 
44  Good,  my  lord,  that  which  I  mod  earneftly  beg  of  your 
44  honour  is,  that  at  the  humble  requeft  of  the  univerfity 
44  you  would  put  in  action  with  all  fpeed,  what  may  be  molt 
44  prevalent  with  the  parliament  for  the  peace  and  fecurity 
44  of  this  place,  and  for  the  flaying  of  our  Undents,  a  great 
44  part  of  whom,  (fuch  flout  and  hardy  men  they  are)  upon 
44  alarms  and  frights,  fuch  as  have  been  hourly  here  of  late, 
44  are  fled  away  from  us  home  to  their  mothers.  The  dif- 
44  ciples,  when  in  danger  of  drowning,  clamoured  our  Savi- 
44  our,  Mafler^  carejl  thou  not  that  we perifh!  But  I  am  bold 
44  to  affiime  for  your  honour,  and  to  aflame  all  of  this  uni- 
f£  verfity  under  your  happy  government,  that  you  will  not 
44  fuffer  us  to  perifh;  and  that  you  will  at  this  time  give  us 
44  a  clear  and  real  evidence  of  it,  having  this  reprefentation 
44  of  the  peril  we  are  now  in,  made  to  your  honour  by  me, 

44  Tour  lordfhip* s  humble  fervant , 

Sept.  1 2th,  1642.  44  Provofl,  vice-chancellor  of  Oxford.*1 

'  f 

This  letter  being  fent  two  months  after  the  univerfity  had 
conveyed  their  plate  and  money  to  the  king ;  after  they  had 

refufed 
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refufed  to  fend  up  fuch  principal  managers  of  that  affair  a<-’ 
the  parliament  had  demanded;  after  they  had  taken  up  arms 

S^oJp/ZTT  °f  ^  forces  into  ga^rifon,’ 

tlie  earl  of  Pembroke  only  returned  the  following  angry  anfwen 

“  S/Ay 

T  (h  Lm  y°n  ha?  dffired  advice  and  alhftance  in  time, 
r  lhoutd  ™I  mg]y  have  contributed  my  beft  endeavours 
for  your  fafety  and  protection,  but  your  own  unadvifed 
counfels  and  aftions  have  reduced  you  to  the  ftraits  you 

Z’  and  m  dif(;retion  3’0U  might  have  forefeen, 

p  p,  .  i  ,  *  .  ^  up  arms,  could 

not  but  make  the  umverfity  a  notorious  mark  of  oppofition 

againft  the  parliament,  and  therefore  to  be  oppofed  by  it 

If  you  had  contained  yourfelyes  within  the  decent,  modeft 

ounds  of  an  umverfity,  you  might  juflly  have  challenged 

me,  if  I  had  not  performed  the  duty  of  a  chancellor.  The 

oeu  counlei  I  now  can  give  you  is,  that  you  prefently  dif- 

mns  the  cavaliers,  and  yield  up  to  the  parliament  fuch 

delinquents  as  are  among  you;  then  the  caufe  being  taken 

away  the  effeft  will  follow.  When  you  have  put  your- 

itlves  into  the  right  poflure  of  an  univerfity,  I  will  be  a 

faithful  fervant  to  you,  and  ready  to  do  you  all  the  good 

offices  I  can  with  the  parliament,  as  I  am  now  forry"  you 

nave  orought  upon  yourfelves'  thefe  troubles. 

Sept*  13’  *642.  “  1  reft  your  very  true  friend , 

Pembroke  and  Montgomery.” 

Cambridge  university  followed  the  example  of  Ox¬ 
ford,  for  upon  reading  his  majefty’s  letter  of  June  20  to 
the  vice-chancellor  Dr .  Holdfworth,  they  readily  agreed  alfo 
to  intrufl  the  king  with  their  publick  money:  what  the 
whole  fum  amounted  to  does  not  appear;  but  may  be  gueffed 
by  the  particulars  of  one  college,  a  receipt  for  which  is 
,  preferved  among  the  archives,  and  is  as  follows: 
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a  “  7uly 2d’  1642. 

“  RECEIVED  the  day  and  year,  above- written  of  Mm. 
“  BeaIe>  doftor  in  divinity,  mafter  of  St.  John's  college  in 
“  the  umverfity  of  Cambridge,  for  the  king’s  ufe  (according 

“to 
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«  to  the  intendment  and  direction  of  his  majefty’s  letters  of 
«  the  29th  of  June  laft,  to  the  vice-chancellor  of  the  faid 
«  univerlity)  the  fum  of  one  hundred  and  fifty  pounds.  I 
“  fay  received  from  the  treafury  of  the  faid  college  by  me,* 

“  John  Poky." 


This  Mr.  Poky  was  fellow  of  Pembroke-hall,  and  one  of 
the  pro&ors  of  the  univerlity.  When  the  king  had  fecured 
their  money,  he  lent  to  borrow  their  plate,  under  pretence  of 
preferving  it  from  the  parliament;  for  this  purpofe  he  wrote 
another  letter  to  the  vice-chancellor,  with  directions  to  take 
an  exaft  account,  not  only  of  the  weight,  but  alfo  of  the 
form  of  every  piece,  together  with  the  names,  arms,  and 
mottoes,  of  the  refpeCtive  donors,  that  if  his  Majefty  Ihould 
not  preferve  it  as  entire  as  it  was,  he  miglit  reftore  it  here¬ 
after  in  the  fame  weight  and  form,  and  with  the  fame  marks, 
all  which  he  enfured  upon  his  royal  word.  There  is  no 
account  remaining  of  what  plate  the  colleges  delivered  up 
for  his  Majelly’s  ufe,  though  many  wiflied  (fays  Mr.  Fuller') 
that  every  ounce  had  been  a  pound  for  his  hike;,  but  in  the 
treafury  of  St.  John’s  college  there  are  the  particulars  of 
what  plate  that  college  delivered  in,  together  with  the 
weight,  forms,  and  names  of  the  chief  benefactors,  which 
amounts  in  the  whole,  according  to  averdupois  weight,  to 
two  thoufand  fixty-five  ounces  and  a  half,  as  expreffed  in  the 
following  receipt; 


Aug .  8th,  164.2+ 

“  I  do  acknowledge  that  there  has  been  delivered  to 
me,  in  the  name,  and  on  behalf  of  the  mafter,  fellows, 
“  and  fcholars  of  St.  John  s  college  in  Cambridge,  two  fir 
£C  boxes,  marked  with  thefe  three  letters,  S.  J.  C .  containing 
“  in  them  all  the  feveral  pieces  of  plate  above-written,  which 


cc  faid  plate  weigheth,  as  appears  by  the  particulars,  twe 
£C  thoufand  fixty-five  ounces  and  a  half,  more  or  lefs,  whicl 
£C  they  depofited  into  the  king’s  hands  for  the  fecuri'ty  thereof 
cc  and  his  majefty’s  fervice,  according  to  the  tenor  of  hi: 
majefty’s  letters,  written  and  directed  to  the  vice-chan 
cellor  of  the  univerfity.f  *  John  Pojey 


*  Dr.  Barwick’s  Life,  p.'2  3. 
f  Life  of  Dr.  Bar  wick,  p.  z±a 
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According  to  this  calculation  the  king  might  receive  from 
?  C,le  co  IcS^s  together  about  eight  or  ten  thoufand  pounds 
m  plate,  betides  money.  Colonel  Oliver  Cromwell  with  his 
company  of  ioidiers,  endeavoured  to  intercept  the  convov 

ut  trader  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Bamaby  Oley  their  guide,  who 
was  acquainted  with  all  the  by-roads,  they  efcaped  the 
enemy,  and  delivered  up  their  charge  to  the  king  about  the 
time  when  he  was  fetting  up  his  royal  ftandard  at  Hotting- 
fntm.  Cromwell  having  miffed  the  convoy  returned  to 
Cambridge,  and  took  poffeffion  of  the  town  and  univerfity 
for  the  parliament,  who,  being  acquainted  with  what  was 
done,  lent  them  an  angry  meffage,  as  they  had  done  to 
Oxford,  full  of  refentments  for  their  difpofing  of  the  publick 
money,  contrary  to  the  trail  repofed  in  them.  The  mailers 
and  fellows  excufed  themfelves,  by  aliedging  the  royal  man¬ 
date-,  whereupon  the  two  houfes  fent  a  mandate  of  their  own 
to^the  vice-chancellor  and  heads  of  colleges  in  convocation 
affembled,  defiring  them  to  contribute  their  affiilance  to  the 
caufe  in  which  they  [the  parliament]  were  engaged;  but 
though  (as  Dr.  Barwick  obferves)  the  commander  of  the 
garrffon  kept  them  fitting  till  midnight  they  would  lend 
nothing,  becaufe  they  apprehended  it  to  be  contrary  to  religion 
and  a  good  confcience-,  the  houfes  therefore  ordered  Dr.  Beal, 
Dr.  Martin,  and  Dr.  Sterne ,  maflers  of  St.  John’s,  Jefus\ 
and  Queen’ s  college,  into  cuftody;*  upon'  which  many 

of  the  fcholars  defected  their  flations,  and  lifted  in  the 
king’s  fervice. 

Befides  the  two  univerfities  the  king  applied  under-hand 
to  the  papifts,  who  were  firm  to  his  intereft, though  he  durft 
not  as  yet  avow  his  correfpondence  with  them;  for  in  his 
declaration  of  June  3,  he  allures  the  minifters  and  freeholders 
of  l orkflnre,  that  he  would  not  make  ufe  of  foreigners,  or 
of  perfons  difaffected  to  the  proteftant  religion — —Again, 
we  have  taken  order  that  the  power  of  the  fword  lhall  not 
come  into  the  hands  of  papifisf  — —  Auguft  10,  his  majefiy 

*  THey  were  immediately  after  carried  to  London  by  Cromwell ,  and 
connned  in  th,e  tower  and  other  prifons  for  fome  years,  particularly  in  the 
rtoifome  hold  of  a  fhip.  Dr.  Grey.  Barwick’s  Life,  p.  32,  (note  t):  and 
Fuller’s  HiHory  of  Cambridge,  p.  168.  Ed. 

f  Rufhworth,  part  3,  vol.  i.  p,  625. 


commands 


CHAP.  XI.  OF  THE  PURITANS.  539 

commands  that  no  papift  fliould  be  lifted  as  a  foldier  in  his 
army  •  which  was  expedient  to  avoid,  as  much  as  polhble, 
dm  reproach  of  an  alliance  with  thofe  people,  who  were  at 
this  time  become  infamous  by  the  Irilh  maffacre.  1  hough 
his  maiefty  had  but  few  Roman  catholicks  among  his  own 
forces,  the  duke  of  Newcaftlc’ s  army  was  filled  with  them, 
and  popery  was  countenanced  to  that  degree  at  York,  that 
rnafs  was  faicl  in  every  corner  of  the  ftreet,  and  the  proteftants 
fo  affronted,  that  they  were  alrncft  afraid  to  go  to  church. § 
rppg  king  applied  to  his  Roman  catholick  fubjccts  to  advance 
two  or  three  years  of  the  rent  ,tliat  they  paid  as  a  compofi- 
tion  for  their  eftates  as  recufants;  which  they  not  only  com- 
plied  with,  but  wrote  to  their  friends  abroad  to  borrow  moi  e; 
proclamation  was  made  at  Bruges,  and  other  parts  of  Inlan¬ 
ders,  that  all  people  who  would  lend  any  money  to  maintain 
the  Roman  catholicks  in  England,  fiiould  have  it  repaid  in 
a  year’s  time  with  many  thanks. 

The  Lancalhire  papifts,  having  been  lately  difarmed  by 
order  of  parliament,  petitioned  his  majefty.  That  fince  the 
war  was  begun,  their  arms  might  be  re-delivered,  tUtu  they 
might  be  in  a  capacity  to  defend  his  majefty’s  royal  perfcn, 
and  their  own  families.  To  which  his  majefty  confented  in 
the  following  words: 


§  Dr.  Grey  would  impeach  the  truth  of  this  detail,  and  fays,  that  as  Mr. 
Neal  “  quotes  no  authority  for  thefe  particulars,  I  am  willing  to  believe* 
“  that  they  are  not  all  of  them  true/  As  to  the  firh  particular,  I  can  refer 
for  Mr.  Neal  to  Rapin,  vol.  ii,  p.  468,  and  the  matter  has  been,  within 
thefe  few  years,  hated  and  difeuffed  by  Mrs.  Macaulay ,  vol.  iii.  p.  377-8, 
8vo.  The  fadt  was  admitted  by  the  earl  of  Newcaftle  himfelf,  and  he 
published  a  long  declaration,  partly  to  vindicate  himfelf  on  this  head;  which 
is  preferved  in  Rujbwortb ,  part  3,  vol.ii.  p.  78,  &c.  Though  I  am  not  able  to 
afeertain  the  authorities,  on  .which  my  author  hates  the  other  particulars,  a 
letter  of  intelligence  of  the  affairs  in  Yorkhiire,  which  the  parliament  re¬ 
ceived,  and  which  has  been  given  to  the  publick  fince  Mr.  Neal's  hiftory 
appeared,  affords  a  general  confirmation  to  his  account.  It  represents  that 
the  papihs,  after  the  king’s  proclamation  for  railing  his  handard,  flocked 
from  Ireland,  Lancalhire,  and  all  parts  of  Yorkfhire  to  York;  that  there 
were  great  rejoicings  amongh  them,  and  a  great  forwardnefs  to  aflih  the 
fervice  {hewn.  The  circumhances  reprefented  by  our  author,  were  not 
unnatural  or  improbable  confequences  of  fuch  a  confluence  and  exultation  of 
the  papihs.  And  it  appears  from  this  letter,  that  the  cavaliers  in  general, 
were  guilty  of  tumults,  outrages  and  depredations.  Parliamentary  Hihory, 
vol.  xi.  p.  335,  381,  and  405,  quoted  by  Mrs.  Macaulay ,  yol.  hi.  p. 
343-4,  8 vo.  Ed.  “  The 
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w  7™  £'  1  he  hlws  io5  Alarming  recufants  being  to  prevent 
«  rdnge?  ma  tf™e  01  Pea.ce,  but  not  intended  to  bar  you 
<c  ron,1  thf  aiie  0i  arms  in  nme  °f  war  for  your  own  fafety 

£t  Z  *  "  °-  °Ur  ferfon - °ur  wil1  and  command 

aefore  is,  and  we  charge  and  require  you,  upon  your 
allegiance,  that  with  all  poflible  fpeed  you  provide  fufficient 
arms  for  yourfelves,  your  fervants,  and  your  tenants, 
c;  winch  we  authorize,  and  require  you  to  keep  and  ufe  for 
the  defence  of  us,  yourfelves,  and  your  country,  againfl 
‘  all  forces  raifed  againft  us,  under  colour  of  any  order  or 
ordinance  of  parliament;  and  we  fhall  ufe  our  utmofl 

“  violence''* y°U  ^  yOQrS  aSahlft  a11  “juries  and 

-■  .<  %J  «  >  : 

“  Given  under  our  fgnet  at  Chejler ,  Sept,  iyth, 

u  in  the  eighteenth  year  our  reign'* 

% 

Agreeably  to  this,  Mr.  George  Tempejl ,  a  prieft,  writes  to 
his  brother  in  the  king’s  army.  Our  priejls  at  Lancafxer  are 
at  liberty;  catholick  commanders  are  admitted ,  and  all  well 
enough  that  way;  God  Almighty  ( as  I  hope )  will  better  prof- 1 
per  the  caufe.  And  another  adds,  That  there  is  no  prqfecu- 
tion  of  priejl  or  papijl  in  Northumberland . 

When  the  parliament  objected  this  to  his  majefty,  and 
named  the  very  officers,  he  was  highly  difpleafed,  and  in  his 
anfwer  makes  ufe  of  thefe  folemn  expreffions :  “  For  that 
continued  difiioneft  accuiation,  of  our  inclination  to  the 
papifts,  which  the  authors  of  it  in  their  own  confciences 
“  know  to  be  mod  unjuft  and  groundlefs,  we  can  fav  no 
“  more>  and  we  can  do  no  more,  to  the  fatisfa&ion  of  the 

“world - -That  any  priefls  or  jefuits  imprifoned  have 

“  keen  releafed  by  us  out  of  the  gaol  of  Lancafter,  or  any 
other  gaol,  is  as  faife  as  the  father  of  lies  can  invent. 
Neither  aic  tne  perfons  named  in  that  declaration,  to 
“  whom  commiffions  are  fuppofed  to  be  granted  for  places 
of  command  in  this  war,  fo  much  as  known  to  us;  nor 
“  kave  they  any  command,  or  to  our  knowledge  are  prefent 
in  our  army.  And  it  is  ftrange,  that  our  oaths  and  pro. 

*  Rulhvvorth,  vol.  ii.  part  3d,  p.  50. 
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«  teftations  before  Almighty  God,  for  the  maintenance  of 

“  the  proteftant  religion.  Humid  be  fo  flighted - -We  de- 

«  pire  to  iiave  our  proteftations  believed  by  the  evidence  of 
«  our  actions.”*  Surely  this  folemn  appeal  to  Almighty 
God  was  ambiguous  and  evafive!  or  elfe  we  mull  conclude, 
that  his  majefty  was  very  little  acquainted  with  what  was 
done  in  his  name,  and  by  his  commiffion. 

It  was  only  five  days  after  this,  that  the  mafic  was  thrown 
off,  for  his  majefty  confeffes,  in  his  declaration  of  Oft.  27, 
That  the  malice  and  fury  of  his  enemies  had  reduced  him 
to  the  neceffity  of  accepting  the  fervice  and  affeftion  of  any 
of  his  good  fubjefts,  whatfoever  their  religion  was-,  that  he 
did  know  of  fome  few  papilts,  whofe  eminent  abilities  in 
command  and  conduct  had  moved  him  to  employ  them  in 
his  fervice;  but  he  affures  his  good  fubjefts,  that  he  would 
always  ufe  his  endeavours  to  fupprefs  their  religion,  by  exe¬ 
cuting  the  laws  already  in  force  againft  papifts,  and  in  con¬ 
curring  in  any  other  remedies  which  his  two  houfes  flrould 
think  proper. 

'  As  the  king  was  reduced  to  the  neceffity  of  accepting 
the  fervice  and  affeftion  of  the  papifts ;  fo  on  the  other  hand, 
the  parliament  took  all  imaginable  care  to  cultivate  a  good 
correfpondence  with  the  Scots,  and  to  fecure  that  nation  in 
their  interefts.  We  have  remembered  that  the  Scots  com- 
miflioners  at  London  offered  their  mediation  in  the  beginning 
of  the  year,  which  the  parliament  accepted;  but  the  king, 
from  his  extreme  hatred  of  the  prejbyterian  difcipline,  refufed, 
commanding  them  to  be  content  with  their  own  fettlement, 
and  not  meddle  in  the  affairs  of  another  nation.  But  the 
breach  between  the  king  and  his  two  houfes  growing  wider, 
the  council  of  Scotland  fent  their  chancellor  in  the  month 
of  May  to  renew  their  offers  of  a  mediation  between  the 
two  parties,  which  the  king  rejefted  as  before;-}-  and  the 
rather,  becaufe  they  ftill  infilled  upon  the  abolifnng  of  epif- 
copacy,  which  his  majefty  believed  to  be  of  divine  injlitution, 
and  upon  an  uniformity  of  prejbyterian  government  in  the  two 
nations:  whereas  the  majority  of  both  houfes,  being  of 

*  Rufhworth,  vol.  ii.  part  3d,  p.  31. 
f  Duke  of  Hamilton’s  Memoirs,  b.  iii.  p.  194. 
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Erastian  principles,  were  under  no  difficulties  about  a 
change  of  dijciplme,  apprehending  that  the  civil  maffiffrate 
might  let  up  what  form  of  government  was  moil  conducive 
to  the  good  of  the  lfate.  The  parliament  therefore  treated 
the  chancellor  with  great  refpect,  and  not  only  accepted  the 
mediation,  but  wrote  to  the  general  affembly  which  was  to 
meet  in  July,  acquainting  them  with  the  crifis  of  their  affairs 
and  defiring  their  advice  and  affiftance  in  bringing  about  fuch 
a  reformation  as  was  defired.  To  which  the  affembly  re 

turned  an  anfwer,  dated  Auguft  3,  1642,  to  the  following 
purpofe:  ^ 


AFTER  giving  God  thanks  for  the  parliament’s 
“  def|re  of  ^reformation  of  religion,  and  expreffing  their 
“  grief  that  it  moyes  fo  flowly  —  They  obferve,  that  their 
commiffioners,  fai  fiom  arrogance  and  preiumption,  had 
“  with  great  refpeff  and  reverence,  expreffed  their  defires 
“  for  umty  °f  religion,  that  there  might  be  one  confejjion  of 
“faith,  one  directory  of  worfhip,  one  publick  catechifm,  and 
“  one  form  of  church  government .*  The  affembly  (fay  they) 
“  now  enter  upon  the  labours  of  the  commiffioners,  being 
“  encouraged  by  the  7.eal  of  former  times,  when  their 
“  predeceffors  fent  a  letter  into  England  againfl:  the  furplice, 
“  tippet,  and  corner  cap,  in  the  year  1 56 6^  and  again  in  the 
“  years  1583,  and  1589.  They  are  now  further  encouraged 
tc  by  the  king’s  late  anfwer  to'  their  commiffioners  in  their 
“  treaty  for  Ireland,  wherein  his  majefty  approves  of  the 
“  affeffion  of  his  fubjefts  of  Scotland,  in  their  defires  of 
“  conformity  of  church  government;  by  his  majeffy’s  late 
“  praftice  while  he  was  in  Scotland,  in  reforting  to  their 
“  worfhip,  and  elfablifliing  it  by  aft  of  parliament.  They 
“  are  alfo  encouraged  by  a  letter  fent  from  many  reverend 
“  brethren  of  the  church  of  England,  expreffing  their  pray- 
“  ers  and  endeavours  againfl:  every  thing  that  fliall  be  pre- 
“  judicial  to  the  eflablifliment  of  the  kingdom  of  Chrift. 

“  They  therefore  advife  to  begin  with  an  uniformity  of 
*c  church  government;  for  what  hope  can  there  be  (fay  they) 

“  of  one  confejfton  of  faith,  one  form  of  worfiip  and  catechifm , 


*  Rufoworth,  vol.  ii.  part  3,  p.  387. 
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«€  till -prelacy  be  plucked  up  root  and  branch ,  as  a  plant  vjhich 
“  God  had  not  planted?  Indeed  the  reformed  kirks  hold 
“  their  form  of  government  by  prefbyteries  to  be  jure  di- 
«  vino,  and  perpetual,  but  prelacy  is  ahnoft  univerfally  held 
“  by  the  prelates  themfelves  to  be  a  human  ordinance ,  and 
“  may  therefore  be  altered  or  abolifhed  in  cafes  of  neceffity, 
<c  without  wronging  any  man’s  confcience ;  for  the  accom- 
u  plifhing  of  which  they  promife  their  bell  affiftance.” 

v  * 

In  the  parliament’s  anfwer  to  this  letter,  “  they  acknow- 
ledge  the  friendfhip  of  their  brethren  of  Scotland,  and 
<c  exprefs  their  defires  of  unity  in  religion,  that  in  all  his 
cc  majejly  s  dominions  .there  might  be  but  one  confejjion  of  faith 
“  and  form  of  church  government;*  and  though  this  is  hardly 
cc  to  be  expected  punctually  and  exactly,  yet  they  hope,  fmce 
they  are  guided  by  the  fame  fpirit,  they  fhall  be  fo  directed, 
6C  as  to  caft  out  every  thing  that  is  offenfive  to  God,  and 
“  fo  far  agree  with  the  Scots,  and  other  reformed  churches, 
“  in  the  fubftantials  of  doCtrine,  worlliip  and  difcipline,  that 
there  may  be  a  free  communion  in  all  holy  exercifes  and 
♦  “  duties  of  publick  worfhip,  for  the  attaining  whereof  they 
“  intend  an  affembly  of  godly  and  learned  divines,  as  foon 

“  as  they  can  obtain  the  royal  affent. - —We  have  entered 

u  into  a  ferious  confiderauon  (fay  they)  what  good  we  have 
ic  received  by  the  government  of  biihops,  and  do  perceive 
66  it  has  been  the  occafion  of  many  intolerable  burthens  and 
“  grievances,  by  their  ufurping  a  pre-eminence  and  power 
“  not  given  them  by  the  word  of  God,  &c.  We  find  it 
has  alio  been  pernicious  to  cur  civil  government,  info-* 
much  as  the  bifhops  have  ever  been  forward  to  fill  the 


a 


minds  of  our  princes  with  notions  of  an  arbitrary  power 
over  the  lives  and  liberties  of  die  fubjeft,  by  their  coun- 
“  fels  and  in  their  fermons.  Upon  which  accounts,  and 
many  others,  wre  do  declare,  that  this  government  by 
iC  archbifhops,  bifhops,  their  chancellors  and  commiffaries, 
u  deans  and  chapters,  archdeacons,  and  other  ecclefiaftical 
officers  depending  upon  the  hierarchy,  is  evil,  and  juftly 
<c  offenfive  and  burthenfome  to  the  kingdom,  a  great  impe- 

*  Rufhworthj  vol,  il  part  3,  p.  390. 
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intent  to  reformation,  and  very  prejudicial  to  the  civil 
government;  and  that  we  are  refolved  the  fame  ihall  be 
taken  away.  And  we  defire  our  brethren  of  Scotland  to 
concur  with  us  in  petitioning  his  majefty,  that  we  may 
have  an  affembly  of  divines ;  and  to  fend  fome  of  their 
own  mnijlers  to  the  faid  affembly,  in  order  to  obtain  uni¬ 
formity  m  church  government,  that  fo  a  more  eafy  paffme 
may  be  made  lor  fettling  one  confeffion  of  faith,  and  di¬ 
rectory  of  publick  worlhip,  for  the  three  kingdoms.” 

The  king  being  alarmed  with  the  harmony  between  the 
two  kingdoms,  fent  a  warm  remonfirance  to  the  council  of 
Scotland,  Aug.  26,  the  very  week  he  fet  up  his  flandard  at 
Nottingham,  in  which  he  declares. 
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“  1  HAT  he  defired  uniformity  as  much  as  they,  in  fuch 

‘  a  way  as  he  m  his  confcience  thought  mod  ferviceable  to 
the  true  proteftant  religion  ;  but  that  his  two  lioufes  of 
parliament  had  never  made  any  propofition  to  him  fince 
<c  r  1£*lr  concerning  uniformity  of  church  government; 

-  *ar  (la7s  majc%)  are  they  from  defiring  fuch  a  thing, 

that  we  are  confident  the  mojl  conftderable  perfons ,  and  thofe 

l  who  make  the  fairejt  pretenfions  to  you  of  that  kind ,  will 
“  not  fooner  embrace  a  prejbyterial  than  you  an  epf copal* 
“  And  truly  it  feems  (notwithstanding  whatfoever  profeffion 
they  have  made  to  the  contrary)  that  nothing  has  been 
Icfs  in  their  minds,  than  fettling  the  true  religion,  and  re¬ 
forming  fuch  abufes  in  the  church  as  poflibly  may  have 
crept  in,  contrary  to  the  eftabhfhed  laws  of  the  land,  to 
which  we  have  been  fo  far  from  being  averfe,  that  we  have 
“  preffed  them  to  it.  And  whenever  any  propofition  fliall 
be  made  to  us  by  them,  which  we  fliall  conceive  may  ad¬ 
vance  the  unity  of  tiie  proteftant  religion,  according  to 
4C  the  word  of  God,  or  eftablifh  church-government,  ac- 
cc  cording  to  the  known  laws  of  the  kingdom,  we  fhall  let 
cc  the  world  fee,  that  nothing  can  be  more  agreeable  to  us 
“  than  the  advancing  fo  good  a  work/’ 

Here  his  majefty  explains  the  uniformity  he  all  along  in¬ 
tended,  and  very  juftly  obferves,  that  the  parliament  no 

*  Duke  of  Hamilton’s  Memoirs,  b.  iv.  p.  197. 
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more  believed,  the  divine.inftitution  of  prefbytcry,  than  others 
did  of  dio'cej  an  prelacy ;  for  though  they  were  content,  in 
order  to  fecure  the  affiftance  of  the  Scots  nation ,  to  vote 
away  the  power  of  archbifhops  and  bifhops,  yet  when  they 
had  conquered  the  king,  and  had  nothing  to  fear  from  their 
neighbours,  they  could  not  be  prevailed  with  to  eftablifh 
the  Scots  prejbyt'ery  without  referving  the  power  of  the  keys 
to  themfelves. 

Lord  Clarendon  obferves  very  juflly,  “  that  the  parliament 
“  were  fenfible  they  could  not  carry  on  the  war  but  by  the 
“  help  of  the  Scots,  which  they  were  not  to  expett  with- 
“  out  an  alteration  of  the  government  of  the  church,  to 
<c  which  that  nation  wras  violently  inclined,  but  that  very  much 
“  the  major  part  of  the  members  that  continued  in  the  par lia- 
, 6C  ment  houfe  were  cordially  off e died  to  the  eflablifhed  govern - 
“  ment ,  at  least  not  affected  to  any  other. 
But  then  to  induce  them  to  confent  to  fuch  an  alteration,  it 
was  faid  the  Scots  would  not  take  up  arms  without  it;  fo 
that  they  muft  lofe  all,  and  let  the  king  return  as  a  conque¬ 
ror,  or  fubmit  to  the  change.  If  it  fhould  be  faid,  this  would 
make  a  peace  with  the  king  impracticable,  whofe  affeftion 
to  the  hierarchy  all  men  knew,  it  was  anfwered,  that  it  was 
ufual  in  treaties  to  alio  more  than  was  expe&ed  to  be  granted; 
and  it  might  be,  that  their  departing  from  their  propofition 
concerning  the  church,  might  prevail  with  the  king  to  give 
them  the  militia .  Upon  thefe  motives  the  bill  to  abolifh 
epifcopacy  wTas  brought  into  the  houfe  and  paffed  the  com¬ 
mons  September  r,  and  on  the  loth  of  the  fame  month  it 
paffed  the  lords.  The  noble  hiftorian  fays,  that  marvellous 
art  and  induftry  was  ufed  to  obtain  it;  that  the  majority  of 
the  commons  was  really  againft  it,  and  that  it  was  very  hardly 
fubmitted  to  by  the  houfe  of  peers.  But  the  writer  of  the 
parliamentary  chronicle ,  who  tvas  then  at  London,  fays,  the 
bill  paffed  nullo  contradicente ,  not  a  negative  vote  being  heard 
among  them  all;  and  that  there  were  bonfires  and  ringing 
of  bells  for  joy  all  over  the  city. § 

The  bill  was  entitled,  An  adl  for  the  utter  abolijhing  and 
taking  away  of  all  archbifhops ,  bijhops ,  their  chancellors  and 
commiffaries ,  &c. 

*  Clarendon,  voh  ii  p,  iiy9  §  Parliamentary  Chronicle,  p. 
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v  ,J  ,  *  £  •  *  f  <  '  r  -  , . 

“  It  ordains,  that  after  the  5th  of  November,  1643,  there 
tc  fhall  be  no  archbijhop ,  bifhop ,  chancellor  or  commiffary  of 
^  any  archbijhop  or  bijhop ,  nor  any  dean,  fub-dean,  dean  and 
<c  chapter ,  archdeacon ,  wor  any  chancellor ,  chaunter ,  treafurer , 
“  J ub Area fur er,  fuccentor ,  or  facrift  of  any  cathedral  or  colie - 
cc  church,  nor  any  prebendary,  canon,  canon  refdentiary, 
cc  otfror,  vicar,  choral,  chorijfter,  old  vicars  or  new  vi - 
rarj,  o/'  or  within  any  cathedral  or  collegiate  churches  in 

iC  England  or  Wales . - That  their  names,  titles,  jurifdic- 

cc  tions,  offices,  and  functions,  and  the  having  or  ufmg  any 
“  jurifdi&ion  or  power,  by  reafon  or  colour  of  any  fuch 
“  names  and  titles,  fhall  ceafe,  determine,  and  become  abfo- 
“  lutely  void.  ’  / 

“  That  all  the  manors,  lordffiips,  cattles,  meffiuages,  lands, 
“  tenements,  rents,  and  all  other  poffeffions  and  heredita- 
“  ments  whatfoever,  belonging  to  any  archbiffioprick  or 
“  biffioprick,  fhall  be  in  the  real  and  aftual  poffeffion  and 
“  feifin  of  the  king’s  majefty,  his  heirs  and  fucceffors,  to 
C£  hold  and  enjoy  in  as  ample  a  manner  as  they  were  held  by 
“  any  archbiffiop  or  bifliop  within  two  years  laft  paid,  except 
“  impropriations,  parfonages,  appropriate  tithes,  oblations, 
“  obventions,  penfions,  portions  of  tithes,  parfonages,  vica- 
44  rages,  churches,  chapels,  advowfons,  nominations,  colla- 
tions,  rights  of  patronage  and  prefentation. 

“  That  all  impropriations,  parfonages,  tithes,  &c.  and  all 
other  hereditaments  and  poffeffions  whatfoever  belonging 
<€  to  any  dean,  fub-dean  and  chapter,  archdeacon,  or  any 
<c  of  their  officers,  be  put  into  the  hands  of  trattees,  to  pay 
cc  to  all  and  every  archbiffiop,  biffiop,  dean,  fubdean,  arch- 
iC  deacon,  and  all  other  officers  belonging  to  collegiate  and 
“  cathedral  churches,  fuch  yearly  ftipends  and  penfions  as 
cc  fhall  be  appointed  by  parliament.  And  they  fhall  difpofe 
cc  of  all  the  aforefaid  manors,  lands,  tithes,  appropriations, 

44  advowfons,  &c.  for  a  competent  maintenance  for  the  fup- 
“  port  of  fuch  , a  number  of  preaching  minifters  in  every 
4£  cathedral  and  collegiate  church  as  ffiall  be  appointed  by 
££  parliament;  and  for  the  maintenance  of  preaching  mini- 
ce  fters  in  other  places  of  the  country  where  fuch  maintenance 
is  wanting;  and  for  fuch  other  good  ufes,  to  the  advance- 
“  ment  of  religion,  piety,  and  learning,  as  ffiall  be  directed  by 
iC  parliament,  64  Provided, 
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“  Provided,  that  all  revenues  and  rents  as  have  been,  and 
“  now  ought  to  be  paid,  for  the  maintenance  of  grammar 
«  fchools  or  fcholars,  or  for  the  repairing  any  church,  chapel, 
highway,  caufeway,  bridges,  fchool-houfe,  alms-houfe,  or 
“  other  charitable  tiles,  payable  by  any  of  the  perfons  whofc 
6C  offices  are  taken  away  by  this  aft,  Avail  be  continued.  Pro- 
vided  alfo,  that  this  aft  Aiall  not  extend  to  any  college, 
64  church,  corporation,  foundation,  or  houfe  of  learning,  in 
44  either  of  the  univerfities.” 

It  may  fcem  ftrange  that  the  parliament  fhould  aboliAi  the 
prefent  ejlciblijhment  before  they  had  agreed  on  another ,  but 
the  Scots  would  not  declare  for  them  till  they  had  done  it. 
Had  the  two  houfes  been  inclined  to  prefbytery,  (as  fome 
have  maintained )  it  had  been  eafy  to  have  adopted  the  Scots 
model  at  once;  but  as  the  bill  for  extirpating  epifcopacy  was 
not  to  take  place  till  above  a  year  forward,  it  is  apparent  they 
were  willing  it  fhould  not  take  place  at  all,  if  in  that  time 
they  could  come  to  an  accommodation  with  the  king;  and 
if  the  breach  fhould  then  remain,  they  propofed  to  confult 
with  an  ajjembly  cf  divines  what  form  to  ereft  in  its  ftead. 
Thus  the  old  Englifh  hierarchy  lay  proftrate  for  about  eigh¬ 
teen  years,  although  never  legally  abolifhed  for  want  of  the 
royal  affent;  and  therefore  at  the  reftoration  of  king  Charles 
II.  it  took  place  again,  without  any  new  law  to  reftore  it  j 
which  the  prefbyterians,  who  were  then  in  the  faddle,  not 
underftanding,  did  not  provide  againft  as  they  might. 

While  the  king  and  parliament  were  thus  ftrengthening 
themfelves,  and  calling  in  feverally  all  the  fuccours  they 
could  get,  the  fcene  of  the  war  began  to  open ;  his  majefty 
travelled  with  a  large  retinue  into  feveral  of  the  northern 
and  wejlern  counties,  fummoning  the  people  together,  and 
in  fet  fpeeches  endeavouring  to  poifefs  them  of  the  juftice 
of  his  caufe,  promiling,  upon  the  word  of  a  king,  that  for 
the  future  he  would  govern  by  law.  Upon  this  affurance 
about  forty  lords,  and  feveral  members  who  had  dderted§ 


<f  which,  nt ■  ia^a,  J13  <\  pal  \.y  VVUiU,  <U1U  UCU'ayiUg  UlCli  LIUU. 

His  lordfhip  owns  that  the  conduct  of  the  members,  who  left  the  houfe  and 
retired  to  the  king,  was  fo  called  by  the  parliament  \  but  an  hiftorian’s 
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§  Bifhop  Warhurton  cenfures  Mr.  Neal  for  uftng  the  word  deferted , 
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the  houfe  of  commons,  figned  an  engagement,  to  defend  bis 
majefty  s  perfon  and  prerogative,  to  fupport  the  protejiant  re¬ 
ligion  ejlablijhed  by  law ,  and  not  to  fubmit  to  any  ordinance 
of  parliament  concerning  the  militia  that  had  not  the  royal 
affent.  Great  numbers  lifted  in  his  majefty’s  fervice,  where¬ 
by  an  army  was  formed  which  marched  a  fecond  time  to  the 
fiege  of  Hull. 

A  week  after  the  king  was  fet  .down  before  this  fortrefs , 
and  not  before,  [July  1 2]  the  two  houfes,  after  long  debates, 
came  to  this  refolution,  that  an  army  jhould  be  raifed  for  the 
defence  of  the  king  and  parliament ,  that  the  earl  of  Ejfex 
fiiould  be  captain-general,  and  the  earl  of  Bedford  ge¬ 
neral  of  the  horfe,  who  were  empowered  to  refill:  and  op- 
pole  with  force  all  iucli  whom  they  fhould  find  in  arms,  put¬ 
ting  in  execution  the  king’s  commijfwn  of  array.  The  rea- 
fons  of  this  refolution  ariftng  from  the  king’s  extraordinary 
preparations  for  war,  were  publifhed  at  the  fame  time;  and 
in  their  declaration  of  Auguft  4,  they  fay,  “  That  they 
“  would  have  yielded  up  every  thing  to  the  king ,  could  they 

adopting,  in  this  cafe,  the  term  which  impeaches  their  fidelity,  he  confiders 
“  as  taking  for  granted  the  thing  in  difpute.”  But,  with  his  lordfhip’s 
leave,  his  ilrifture  confounds  the  province  of  the  hiilorian  with  that  of  the 
mere  chronologic.  The  former  does  not  merely  detail  events,  but  invefti- 
gates  their  caufes,  and  reprefents  their  connexion  and  influence.  It  is  not 
eafy  to  fay,  how  he  can  do  this,  without  forming  and  expreffing  a  decided 
opinion  on  them.  That  opinion  does  not  bind  the  reader,  nor  is  the  im¬ 
partiality  of  the  hiftorian  violated,  if  fafls  are  fairly  and  fully  Hated.  In 
the  cafe  before  us,  it  may  be  further  urged,  that  the  word  d°ferted  not  only 
conveyed  Mr.  NeaPs  idea  of  the  conduct  of  the  members  who  left  the  par¬ 
liament,  but  triidy  reprefented  it.  They  forfook  the  feats  to  which  they 
were  elected  \  they  left  the  poll  which  was  aligned  to  them;  and  they  with¬ 
drew  from  the  fage  of  debate  and  aftion  to  which  the  king’s  writ  had 
called,  and  to  which  the  voice  of  their  confHtuents  had  fent  them.  They 
were  representAtt  vss,  chofen  to  act  in  conjunction  with  the  other  repre- 
featatives:  infead  of  proceeding  on  this  principle,  they  formed  a  feparate 
junto  and  faction.  The  frit  duty  of  a  rcprefent  atiue  is  to  fulfil  the  truft 
repofed  in  him.  The  word  dc/erJed\  fays  his  lordfhip,  is  a  party-word  : 
errant  it.  Yet  the  ufe-of  it  was  not  mconliitent  with  the  impartiality  of  the 
hiftorian;  for  though  it  fhould  not  give  the  molt  favourable  idea  of  the  con- 
daft  of  thefe  members,  it  conveys  the  judgment  which  the  parliament  had 
of  it:  and  of  the  rectitude  of  this  judgment  the  reader  is  Hill  left  to  form 
his  own  fentiments.  The  matter  at  the  time  was  coniidered  in  the  molt 
ferious  light,  and  greatly  alarmed  and  diftrefed  all  who  loved  the  peace  of 
the  nation.  See  May’s  Parliamentary  Hiilory,  p.  58,  & c.  Ed. 
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have  been  allured ,  that  by  difarming  thmfehes  they  Jhould 
not  have  been  left  naked ,  while  the  mi!%ary /word  was  in 
the  hands  of  thofe  evil  counfellors  who  they  had  reafon  to 
fear  had  vowed  the  defer  uBion  of  the  two  houfes ,  and 
“  through  their  fides  of  the  protefeant  religion;  but  being 
“  well  acquainted  with  their  defigns,  they  apprehend  that 
“  their  duty  to  God  and  their  country  obliges  them  to  ha- 
“  zard  every  thing  for  the  maintenance  of  the  true  religion, 
“  the  king’s  perfon,  honour  and  eftate,  and  the  liberties  ot 
“  England.”  On  the  9th  of  Auguft  the  king  proclaimed 
the  earl  of  Effex  and  all  his  adherents  traitors ,  unlefs  they 
laid  down  their  arms  within  fix  days;  and  in  another  mani- 
fcfeo  declared  both  houfes  of  parliament  guilty  of  high  treafon , 
and  forbid  all  his  fubjefts  to  yield  obedience  to  them,  ihe 
parliament  alfo,  on  their  part,  proclaimed  all  who  adhered 
to  the  king  in  this  caule  traitors  againfe  the  parliament  and 
kingdom .*  °Apguft  12,  the  king  by  proclamation  commanded 
all  his  fu Ejects  on  the  north  of  Trent,  and  within  twenty 
miles  foiith  of  it,  to  appear  in  arms  for  tne  fuppreffing  the 
rebels  that  were  marching  againft  hint;  and  about  the  fame 
time  iffued  out  another  proclamation,  requiring  all  men  who 
could  bear  arms  to  repair  to  him  at  Nottingham,  where  he 
intended  to  fet  up  his  flandard  on  Monday  Auguft  22.  In 
the  mean  time  his  majefty  gave  out  new  commiftions  to  aug* 
ment  his  forces,  and  marching  through  Lincoln  took  away 
the  arms  of  the  train-bands  for  the  ufe  of  his  troops.  At 
length,  being  arrived  at  the  appointed  place,  he  caufed  his 
ftandard  to  be  erefted  in  the  open  field,  on  the  outfide  of 
the  caftle  wall  of  Nottingham,  but  very  few  came  to  attend 
it ;  and  the  weather  proving  ftormy  and  tempeftuous  it  was 
blown  down  the  fame  evening,  and  could  not  be  fixed  again 
in  two  days.  Three  weeks  after  this  [September  9,3  the 
earl  of  Effex ,  the  parliament’s  general,  left  London,  to  put 
himfelf  at  the  head  of  their  army  of  fifteen  thoufand  men 
at  St.  Albans.  The  king,  with  an  army  of  equal  ftrength, 
marched  from  Nottingham  to  Shrewlbury,  and  having  re- 
frelhed  his  forces  there  for  fome  time,  broke  up  October 
i2,  in  order  to  march  directly  for  London,  but  the  earl  of 
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"It  1  •  *  1  I  ^  ^  ^  way,  both  armies  engaged  at 

<•  gehill  near  Keinton  in  Warwickfhire,  on  Sunday  Oftober 

23,  the  very  fame  day  twelvemonth  after  the  breakina  out 
oi  the  Iriffi  majfacre ;  the  battle  continued  from  three  in 
the  afternoon  till  night,  with  almoll  equal  advantage,  the 
number  °f  flam  on  both  fides  being  about  four  thoufand. 
I  hus  the  fword  was  drawn,  which  was  drenched  in  the 
b'°°,d  °f  <he  "^habitants  of  this  ifland  for  feveral  years  to 
the  lofs  of  as  many  proteftant  lives  as  periflted  by  the5  in- 
furre&ion  and  maffacre  of  Ireland.  J  ‘ 
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Tie  State  of  the  Church  of  England.  “The  Religious 
Charatter  of  both  Parties.  With  a  Summary  of  the 

Grounds  of  the  Civil  War. 

'E  have  already  feen  the  unfettled  (late  of  religion 
w  ~  Upon  the  king’s  progrefs  into  Scotland,  with  the 
complaints  of  the  royalifs  lor  want  of  ueccncy  and  uni  or- 
mity.  The  hierarchy  had  for  fome  time  been  a  dead  weight, 
the  fprings  that  moved  it  being  ftopt,  by  the  imprisonment 
of  the  bifhops,  and  the  check  that  was  given  to  the  fpiritual 
courts;  but  now  the  whole  fabrick  was  taken  down  artei  a 
year,  though  when  that  was  expired  no  other  difeipline  was 
erefted  in  ns  room ;  nor  was  the  name ,  file  and  dignity  .  of 
archbijhops  and  bifhops  taken  away  by  ordinance  of  parlia¬ 
ment  till  Sept.  5,  1646,  that  is,  till  the  war  was  over,  and 
the  king  a  prifoner.  In  this  interval  theie  was  propeii}  no 
eflablifhed  form  of  government,  the  clergy  being  permitted  to 
read  more  or  lei s  of  tiie  liturgy  as  they  pleafed,  and  to  go¬ 
vern  their  parifhes  according  to  their  diferetion.  The  vef- 
ments  were  left  indifferent,  fome  wearing  them,  and  othe.s, 
in  imitation  of  the  foreign  proteftants,  making  uie  of  a  cloak. 
Feb.  2,  1642-3,  the  commons  ordered,  that  the  ftatute  of  the 
univeriity  of  Cambridge,  which  impofes  the  ufe  of  the  fu*  - 
plice  upon  all  ftudents  and  graduates,  fliould  not  be  preffed, 
as  being  againft  the  law  and  liberty  of  the  fubjeft ;  and  three 
days  afterthey  made  the  fame  order  for  the  fchools  of  W eft- 
minfter,  Eton,  and  Winchefter. '  Bifliop  Rennet  fays,  that 
tithes  were  denied  to  thofe  who  read  common  prayer;  and 
it  is  as  true,  that  they  were  withheld  from  thofe  that  did 

*  Here,  as  Dr.  Grey  obferves.  Is  an  inaccuracy.  The  ufe  of  the  liturgy 
was  not  permitted  during  the  whole  of  this  interval,  as  appears  by  Mr. 
Neal's  own  account,  vol.  iii. ;  for  it  was  prohibited,  and  the  dire&ory  efta- 
blifhed  in  its  room,  previoully  to  the  abolition  of  the  epifcopal  titles  and 
dignity,  by  ordinances  of  parliament  on  the  3d  of  January  1644-5,  and  2  3d 
of  Auguft  1645*  Em 
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\cad  iC’  f°J  *nanJ>  taking  advantage  of  the  confufion  of 
it  times,  eafed  themfelves  of  a  bnrthen  for  which  fome  few 

pleaded  confidence,  and  others  the  uncertain  title  of  thofe 
that  claimed  them.  '  ' . 

Though  the  parliament  and  puritan  clergy  were  aver fe  m 

irf vhat  isT  *  $"»**?*£ 

ments  chonfters  iinging  of  prayers,  anthems,  &c.  as  un- 
funable  to  the  folemmty  and  fimpUcity  of  divine  fervice  vet 
was  it  not  prohibited  ;  and  though  the  revenues  of  preben¬ 
daries  and  deans,  &c.  had  been  voted  ufeiefs,  and  more  fit 

iefbLaPfriedi°  rfe,m'linte"ance  of  Poaching  minifters, 
yet  the  (upends  of  thofe  who  did  not  take  part  with  the 

king,  were  not  fequeftered  till  the  latter  end  of  the  year 

1645,  when  it  was  ordained,  “  That  the  deans  and  pre- 

bendaries  of  \\  eftmmfter  who  had  abfented  themfelves 

<c  °r  7erre  delinquents,  or  had  not  taken  the  covenant,  fhould 

«  M  %en/C/C  a  fr°M  ,thCu  feVenii  °illces  and  PIaces>  excePt 

7r;  Vjbaldejton ;  but  the  names,  titles,  and  offices  of  deans 
and  chapters ,  were  not  abolifhed  till  after  the  king’s  death 
m  the  year  1649,  tIle  parliament  proceeding  with  fome  cam 
non,  as  long  as  there  was  any  profpeft  of  an  accommoda¬ 
tion  wit  a  the  king.  Indeed  the  beauty  of  the  cathedrals 
was  m  fome  meafure  defaced  about  this  time,  by  the  ordi¬ 
nance  for  the  removing  crucifixes ,  images ,  pidures ,  and  other 
monuments  of  Juperftition  out  of  churches.  Many  fine  paint¬ 
ings  in  the  windows  and  on  the  walls  were  broken  and  de¬ 
ft  royed,  without  a  decent  repair  of  the  damage.  In  Lam- 
beth-Chapel  the  organ  was  taken  down  [Nov.  2  c.]  The 
following  fummer  the  paintings,  pictures,  fuperftitious  orna¬ 
ments  and  images  were  defaced,  or  removed  out  of  the 
cathedrals  of  Canterbury,  Rochefter,  Chichefter,  Winchefter, 
Worccfter,  Lincoln,  Litchfield,  Salifbury,  Glocefter,  St. 
Paul’s  in  London,  the  collegiate  church  of  Weftminfter, '  &cc. 

“  But  (fays  my  author)  I  do  not  find  that  they  then  feized 
tne  levenues  and  efiates  or  the  catliedrals,  but  contented 
“  themfelves  with  plundering  and  imprifoning  fome  of  the 
“  principal  members,  and  difperfing  many  of ’the  reft;  and 
"  feveral  of  thofe  places'  coming  afterwards  into  his  majefty’s 
“  hands,  the  fervice  did  not  wholly  ceafe,  nor  were  the  doors 
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Though  the  difcipline  of  the  church  was  at  an  end,  there 
was  neverthelefs  an  uncommon  fpirit  of  devotion  among 
people  in  the  parliament  quarters ;  the  Lord's  day  was  ob- 
ferved  with  remarkable  ftriftriefs,  the  churches  being  crouded 
with  numerous  and  attentive  hearers  three  or  four  times  in 
the  day ;  the  officers  of  the  peace  patroled  the  ftreets,  and 
fliut  up  all  publick  houfes ;  there  was  no  travelling  on  the 
road,  or  walking  in  the  fields,  except  in  cafes  of  abfolute 
neceffity.  Religions  exercifes  were  fet  up  in  private  families, 
as  reading  the  fcriptures,  family  prayer,  repeating  fermons, 
and  finging  of  pfalms,  which  was  fo  univerfal,  that  you  might 
walk  through  the  city  of  London  on  the  evening  of  the 
Lord’s  day,  without  feeing  an  idle  perfon,  or  hearing  an)r 
thing  but  the  voice  of  prayer  or  praife  from  churches  and 
private  houfes. 

As  is  uflial  in  times  of  publick  calamity,  fo  at  the  breaking 
out  of  the  civil  war,  all  publick  diversions  and  recreations  were 
laid  afide.  By  an  ordinance  of  September  2,  1642,  it  was 
declared,  that  cc  whereas  publick  fports  do  not  agree  with 
publick  calamities,  nor  publick  ftage-plays  with  the  fea- 
^  fons  of  humiliation;  this  being  an  exercife  of  fad  and 
pioustffiolemnity ;  the  other  being  fpe&acles  of  pleafure 
cc  too  cdmmonly  expreffing  lafcivious  mirth  and  levity;  it  is 
cc  therefo^  ordained,  that  while  thefe  fad  caufes,  and  fet 
u  times  of  humiliation,  continue,  publick  fl  age -pi ays  flia.II  ceafe 
and  be  forborne;  inftead  of  which  are  recommended  to 
the  people  of  this  land,  the  profitable' duties  of  repentance, 
cc  and  making  their  peace  with  God.5’* 

The  fet  times  of  humiliation  mentioned  in  the  ordinance, 
refers  to  the  monthly  faff  appointed  by  the  king,  at  the  re- 
queft  of  the  parliament  [Jan.  8,  1641,]  on  account  of  the 
Irifh  infurreftion  and  maflacre,  to  be  obferved  every  laft 
Wednefday  in  the  month,  as  long  as  the  calamities  of  that 
nation  {hould  require  it.  But  when  the  king  fet  up  his 
ftandard  at  Nottingham,  the  two  houfes,  apprehending  that 
England  was  now  to  be  the  feat  of  war,  published  an  ordi¬ 
nance  for  the  more  ftrift  obfervation  of  this  faft ,  in  order 
to  implore  a  divine  bleffing  upon  the  confultations  of  parlia¬ 


ment. 


*  Ruffivovtk,  vol.  ii.  part.  3,  p.  f. 
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ment,  and  to  deprecate  the  calamities  that  threatened  thU 
nation.  All  preachers  were  enjoined  to  give  notice  of  k 
from  the  pulpit  the  preceding  Lord’s  day,  and  to  exhort 
their  hearers  to  a  folemn  and  religious  obfervation  of  the 
wnole  day,  by  a  devout  attendance  on  the  fervice  of  God  in 
tome  church  or  chapel,  by  abftinence,  and  by  refraining  from 
worldly  bufmefs  and  diverfions :  all  publick  houfes  were  like- 
wife  forbid  to  fell  any  forts  of  liquors  (except  in  cafes  of 
neceffity)  till  the  publick  exercifes  and  religious  duties  of 

ended  ;  which  continued  with  little  or  no  inter- 
miffion  from  nine  in  the  morning  till  four  in  the  afternoon  ; 
during  which  time  the  people  were  at  their  devotions,  and 
the  minifters  engaged  in  one  part  or  other  of  divine  worftiip. 

.  **  befides  me  moiltnly  fait,  the  opening  of  the  war  gave 
rile  to  anomer  exercife  of  prayer ,  and  exhortation  to  repentance , 
for  an  hour  every  morning 'in  the  week.  Mod  of  the  citi¬ 
zens  of  London  having  fome  near  relation  or  friend  in  the 
army  of  the  earl  of  Effex ,  fo  nlany  bills  were  fent  up  to  the 
pulpit  every  Lord’s  day  for  their  prefervat  ion ,  that  the  min  if  ter 
had  neither  time  to  read  them,  or  to  recommend  their  cafes 
to  God  in  prayer;  it  was  therefore  agreed  by  Tome  London 
divines ,  to  feparate  an  hour  for  this  purpofe  every  morning, 
one  half  to  be  fpent  in  prayer,  and  the  other  in/  Suitable 
exhortation  to  the  people.  The  reverend  Mr.  Cfc*  minuter 
or  St.  Mary-Magdalen,  Milk-ftreet,  began  it  in  'his  church 
at  feven  in  the  morning,  and  when  it  had  continued  there  a 
month,  it  was  removed  by  turns  to  other  churches  at  r  dif- 
tance,  for  the  accommodation  of  the  feveral  parts  of  the 
city,  and  was  called  the  morning  exercife.  The  fervice  was 
performed  by  divers  minifters,  and  earned;  interceflions  were 
made  in  the  prefence  of  a  numerous  and  crowded  audience, 
for  the  welfare  of  the  publick  as  well  as  particular  cafes. 
When  the  heat  of  the  war  was  over,  it  became  a  cafuftical 
lecture ,  and  was  carried  on  by  themoft  learned  and  able  di¬ 
vines  till  the  reftoration  of  king  Charles  II.  Their  fermons 
were  afterwards  publifhed  in  feveral  volumes  quarto,  under 
the  title  of  the  Morning  Exercifes ;  each  fermon  being  the 
refoltition  of  fome  practical  cafe  of  confcience.  This  lecture, 
though  in  a  different  form,  is  continued  among  the  pro-* 
uftant  drffentCTS  to  this  day. 

Sum 
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Some  time  after  another  morning  ledure  was  fet  up  in  the 
Abbey-church  of  Weftminfter,  between  the  hours  of  f:x 
and  eight,  for  the  benefit  of  that  part  of  the  town,  and  eft  e- 
cially  of  the  members  of  parliament ;  it  was  carried  on  by 
Dr.  Staunton ,  Mr.  Nye,  Marjhal ,  Palmer ,  Her  e,  Whitaker , 
and  Hill ,  all  members  of  the  aflembly  of  divines,  in  fiiort, 
there  were  leftures  and  fermons  every  day  in  the  week  in 
one  church  or  another,  which  were  well  attended,  and  with 
great  appearance  of  zeal  and  affeftion.  Men  were  not  back¬ 
ward  to  rife  before  day,  and  go  to  places  of  worfhip  at  a 
great  diftance,  for  the  benefit  of  hearing  the  word  of  God. 
Such  was  the  devotion  of  the  city  of  London  and  pans  ad¬ 
jacent,  in  thefe  dangerous  times ! 

Nor  was  the  reformation  of  manners  lefs  remarkable;  the 
laws  againft  vice  and  profanenefs  were  fo  ft  rift,  and  fo  rigo- 
roufly  put  in  execution,  that  wickednefs  was  forced  to  hide 
itfelf  in  corners.  There  were  no  gaming-houfes,  or  houfes 
of  pleafure ;  no  profane  fwearing,  drunkennefs,  or  any  kind 
of  debauchery  to  be  feen  or  heard  in  theftreets.  It  is  com¬ 
monly  faid,  that  the  religion  of  thefe  times  was  no  better 
than  hypoerfy  and  dijfimulation ;  and  without  all  doubt,  there 
were  numbers  of  men  who  made  the  form  of  godlinefs  a 
cloak  to  diftionefty ;  nay,  it  is  probable,  that  hypoerfy,  and 
other  fecret  immoralities ,  might  be  the  prevailing  fins  of  the 
age,  all  open  vices  being  fuppreffed ;  but  ft  ill  I  am  perfuaded, 
that  the  body  of  the  people  were  fincerely  religious,  and 
with  all  their  faults,  I  fliould  rejoice  to  fee,  in  our  days ,  fuch 
an  appearance  of  religion,  and  all  kinds  of  vice  and  pro¬ 
fanenefs  fo  effeftually  difcountenanced. 

If  we  go  from  the  city  to  the  camp  of  the  earl  of  E/Jexy 
we  {hall  find  no  lefs  probity  of  manners  among  them,  molt 
of  his  foldiers  being  men  who  did  not  fight  fo  much  for 
pay,  as  for  religion  and  the  liberties  of  their  country.  Mr. 
Whitlocke  obferves,*  66  That  colonel  Cromwell's  regiment  of 
horfe  were  mod  of  them  freeholders  Jons ,  who  engaged 
in  the  war  upon  principles  of  confidence;  and  that  being 
well  armed  within,  by  the  fatisfaftion  of  their  confciences, 
and  without  with  good  iron  arms,  they  would  as  one  man 
a  {land  firmly  and  charge  defperately.”  The  fame  authorf 
#  Memorials,  p.  f  Ibid.  p.  7 2, 
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acids,  “  that  colonel  Wilfon,  who  was  heir  to  an  eftate  of 
two  thoufand  pounds  a  year,  and  was  the  only  fon  of  his 
u  father,  put  himfelf  at  the  head  cf  a  gallant  regiment  of 
dozens,  who  lifted  tuemfelves  in  the  parliament’s  fervice 
purely  upon  confcience;  this  (fays  he)  was  the  condition 
or  many  otlieis  alio  of  like  quality  and  fortune  in  thofe 
4  times,  who  had  fuch  an  affeftion  for  their  religion,  and 
“  Ae  r'gIlts  and  liberties  of  their  country,  that  pro  am  & 
“ 'foe*1  they  were  willing  to  undergo  any  hardftiips  or  dan¬ 
gers,  and  thought  no  fervice  too  much  or  too  oreat 
Old)  country.  The  moft  eminent  divines  ferved  as 
chaplains  to  the  icvci  si  regiments;  Or.  Burges  and  Mr. 
hlarjual  veto  chaplains  to  the  earl  of  Bjjex’ s  regiment;  T~)r. 
Downing  to  lord  Roberts' s;  Mr.  Sedgwick  to  colonel  Hollis’ s; 
Dr.  Spurjlow  to  Mr.  Hampden’s-,  Mr.  AJke  to  lord  Brooks’s , 
&c.  "While  thefe  continued,  none  of  the  enthufiaftick  follies 
~hat  v.  ci  e  aftei  waids  a  reproach  to  the  army,  difcovered 
thmifeives.  Iheie  weie  among  them  fome  who  afterwards 
joined  the  fcclaries  ;  fome  who  were  mere  mercenaries ,  and 
(if  we  may  believe  his  majefty’s  declaration  after  the  battle 
of  Edgehill)  fome  who  were  difguifed  papijls  ;  but  upon  the 
whole,  lord  Clarendon  confeffes,  there  was  an  exaeft  .difeipline 
in  the  army ;  that  they  neither  plundered  nor  robbed  the 
country;  all  complaints  of  this  kind  being  redreffed  in  the 
belt  manner,  and  the  offenders  punifhecL  The  reverend  Mr. 
Baxter,  who  was  himfelf  in  the  army,  gives  this  account  of 
them:*  «  The  generality  of  thofe  people  throughout  Eng- 
“  tend  who  went  by  the  name  of  puritans ,  precifians ,  prejby- 
<e  terians,  who  followed  fermons,  prayed  in  their  families, 

K  read  books  of  devotion,  and  were  ftrift  obfervers  of  the 
*c  fabbiuh,  being  avowed  enemies  to  fwearing,  drunkennefs, 

“  and  all  kinds  of  profanenefs,  adhered  to  the  parliament; 

44  with  thefe  were  mixed  fome  young  perfons  of  warm  heads, 

“  and  enthufiaftical  principles,  who  laid  the  foundation  of 
4:  thofe  feels  and  divifions  which  afterwards  fpread  over  the 
whole  nation,  and  were  a  difgrace  to  the  caufe  which 
tire  parliament  had  efpoufed.  Of  the  clergy,  thofe  who 
“  were  of  the  fentiments  of  Calvin,  who  were  conftant 
preachers  of  the  word  of  God  themfelves,  and  encou- 
*  Baxter’s  Life,  p.  z6,  31,33,  &c.  fol. 
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-  rrt-ers  of  it  in  others;  who  were  zealous  againft  popery, 
«  and  wiflied  for  a  reformation  of  the  difcipline  of  the  church, 
«  were  on  the  parliament’s  fide.  Among  thefe  were  iome 
«  of  the  elder  clergy,  who  were  preferred  before  the  rife  of 
“  archbifhop  Laud ;  all  the  deprived  and  iilenced  minnters, 
“  with  the  whole  body  of  lefturers  and  warm  popular  pi  each- 
«  ers  both  in  town  and  country ;  thefe  drew  alter  them  great 
“  numbers  of  the  more  ferious  and  devout  people,  who  wei  < 
■«  not  capable  of  judging  between  the  king'  and  parliament, 
«  but  followed  their  fpiritual  guides  from  a  veneration  they 
«  had  for  their  integrity  and  piety.  _  Many  went  into  the 
“  parliament,  and  filled  up  their  armies  afterwards,  merely 
cc  becaufe  they  heard  men  j wear  for  the  common  prayer 
«  and  bifltops,  and  heard  others  pray  that  were  againft 
“  them :  becaufe  they  heard  the  king’s  foldiers  with  horrid 
«  oaths  abufe  the  name  of  God,  and  {aw  them  live  in  de- 
bauchery,  while  the  parliament  foldieis  flocked  to  fermons, 
“  talked  of  religion,  and  prayed  and  fung  pfalms  together 
on  their  guards.  And  ail  the  fober  men  that  I  w as  ac  - 
quainted  with,  who  were  againft  the  parliament,  (fays  Mr. 
Baxter )  ufed  to  fay,  the  king  had  the  better  eaufe ,  but  the 
parliament  had  the  better  men.”  § 

The  puritan  [or  parliament]  clergy  were  zealous  cahinifts, 
and  having  been  prohibited  for  fome  years  from  preaching 
againft  the  arminians ,  they  now  pointed  all  their  artiiieiy 
againft  them,  infifting  upon  little  elfe  in  their  fermons,  but 
the  doftrines  of  predeftination,  juftification  by  faith  alone , 
falvation  by  free  grace,  and  the  inability  of  man  to  do  that 
which  is  good.  The  duties  of  the  fecond  table  were  too  much 
neglected ;  from  a  ftrong  averfion  to  anninianijm  thefe  di¬ 
vines  unhappily  made  way  for  antinomianifm,  verging  from 
one  extreme  to  another,  till  at  length  fome  of  the  weaker  fort 
were  loft  in  the  wild  mazes  of  enthufiaftick  dreams  and  vi- 
fions,  and  others  from  falfe  principles  pretended  to  juftify 

To  the  authorities  quoted  by  Mr.  Neal,  Bifiiop  Warhurton  oppofes 
that  of  Oliver  Cro?nvoell ;  who,  in  his  fpeech  to  his  parliament,  reprefented 
the  prefbyterian  armies  of  the  parliament,  as  chiefly  made  up,  before  the 
felf-denying  ordinance,  of  decayed  <c  ferving-men ,  broken  tappers,  and 
men  without  any  fenfe  of  religion:  and  that  it  was  his  bufmefs  to  infpire 
that  fpirit  of  religion  into  his  troops  cn  the  reform,  to  oppofe  the  prin- 
ciple  of  honour  in  the  king’s  troops,  made  up  of  gentlemen.”  Ed. 
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the  hidden  works  of  diilionefty.  The  ajfembly  of  divines  did 
What  taey  couja  t0  a  flop  to  the  growth  0/ thefe  perni- 
a.°US  errors  5  but  ge  g«at  fcarcity  of  preachers  of  a  learned 
education,  who  took  part  with  the  parliament,  leftfome  pul- 

pits  111  ,  country  empty,  and  the  people  to  be  led  afide  in 
many  paces,  by  every  bold  pretender  to  infpiration. 

c,  *  ,  generality  of  the  drifter  and  more  diligent  fort  of 

«  prefC1]frt  ^la'S  Mr‘  Baxter)  joined  the  parliament,  and 
too,  file  .ter  in  their  garrifons ;  but  they  were  almoft  all 
conformable  m millers;  the  laws  and  the  bifhops  haviiw 
„  °ut  Ule  nonconformifts  long  enough  before,  and  not 
tt  i  ,  m  a  county:  thofe  who  made  up  the  af- 

lembiy  of  divines,  and  who  through  the  land  were  the 
“  h°nour  °f  the  parliament  party,  were  almoft  ail  fuch  as 
L  .rflfn  had  conformed^  and  took  the  ceremonies  to  be 
lawitu  in  cafes  of  neceihty,  but  longed  to  have  that  ne- 
*  ceflity  removed.”  He  admits,  “that  the  younger  and 
■  lefs  experienced  mmifters  in  the  country,  were  amin/l 
-  amenamg  toe  bifhops  and  liturgy ,  apprehending  this  was 
..  hut  gliding  over  their  danger;  but  that  this  was  not  the 
.erne  of  me  parliament,  nor  of  their  .principal  divines. 

matter  of  bifhops  or  no  bifhops  (lays  he)  was  not 
the  main  thing,  except  with  the  Scots,  for  thoufands  that 
wifhed  for  good  bifhops  were  on  the  parliament  fide.  Ai- 
molt  ai!  thofe  afterwards  called  prejbyterians,  and  all  that 
^  ‘earned  and  pious  fynod  at  Weftminfter,  except  a  very 
few,  had  been  conformists,  and  kept  up  an  honourable 
eneem  for  thofe  biflrops  that  they  thought  religious;  as 
archbithop  UJber,  bifhop  Davenant ,  Hall,  Moreton ,  &c. 
i  uele  would  have  been  content  witli  an  amendment  of  the 
hierarchy,  and  went  into  the  parliament,  becaufe  they  ap¬ 
prehended  the  interefls  of  religion  and  civil  liberty  were 
“  on  that  fide.”* 

* 

But  uk  political  principles  of  thefe  divines  gave  the  create!! 
dugiiit  to  tile  loyal  ills ;  they  encouraged  the  people  to  hand 
by  tne  puiliameut,  and  preached  up  the  lawfuinefs  of  de¬ 
fending  their  religion  and  liberties  ‘again!!  the  king’s  evil 
counkhois.  1  ney  were  for  a  limited  monarchy,  agreeable 
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to  our  prefent  happy  conftitution,  for  which,  and  for  what 
they  apprehended  the  purity  of  the  proteftant  religion,  they 
contended,  and  for  nothing  more;  but  for  this  they  have 
fuffered  in  their  moral  character,  and  have  been  left  upon 
record,  as  rebels ,  traitors ,  enemies  to  (j od  unci  iucit  king,  eec.jj 
His  majefty,  in  one  of  his  declarations,  calls  them  ignorant 
in  learning,  turbulent  and  feditious  in  difpofition ,  fcandalous 
in  life,  unconformable  to  the  laws  of  the  land,  libellers ,  revilers 
both  of  church  and  Jlate,  and  preachers  of  /edition  and  treafon 
itfef  Lord  Clarendon  fays,  “  that  under  the  notion  of  re- 
u  formation,  and  extirpating  popery,  they  infufed  feditious 
«  inclinations  into  the  hearts  of  men  againft  the  prefent  go- 
“  vernment  of  the  church  and  Hate;  that  when  the  army 
was  raifed  they  contained  themfelves  within  no  bounds, 
and  inveighed  as  freely  againft  the  perfon  of  the  king,  as 
they  had  before  againft  the  worft  malignants,  profanely 
and  blafphemoufly  applying  what  had  been  fpoken  by  the 
prophets  againft  the  moft  wicked  and  impious  kings,  to 
ftir  up  the  people  againft  their  moft  gracious  fovereign.” 
His  lordfliip  adds,  “  That  the  puritan  clergy  were  the  chief 
cc  incendiaries,  and  had  the  chief  influence  in  promoting  the 
“  civil  war.  The  kirk  reformation  in  Scotland  and  in  this 
cc  kingdom  (fays  his  lordfliip)  was  driven  on  by  no  men  fo 
cc  much  as  thofe  of  their  clergy ;  and  without  doubt  the 
archbiftiop  of  Canterbury  never  had  fuch  an  influence  over 
cc  the  councils  at  court,  as  Dr.  Burges  and  Mr.  Marjhal 
cc  had  then  on  the  houfes ;  nor  did  ail  the  biftiops  of  Scot- 
c*  land  together  fo  much  .meddle  in  temporal  affairs  as  Mr. 
u  Henderfon  had  done/ 5  * 

Strange!  when  the  Scots  biftiops  were  advanced  to  the 
higheft  pofts  of  honour  and  civil  truft  in  that  kingdom  ;  and 
when  archbiftiop  Laud  had  the  direction  of  all  publick  af¬ 
fairs  in  England,  for  twelve  years  together.  Was  not  the 
archbiftiop  at  the  head  of  the  council-table,  the  flar-cham- 
her,  and  the  court  of  higli-commiflion?  Was  not  his  ?race 
the  contriver  or  promoter  of  all  the  monopolies  and  op- 
preflicns  that  brought  on  the  civil  war?  What  could  the 
puritan  clergy  do  like  this  ?  Had  they  any  places  of  pro- 


[j  Hufband’s  Collections,  p*  514, 
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Sc?SVrder  th?C  g?ve,nifei,t’  °rr  n7  commiffions  in  the 
.  cleiialtiLcil  courts?  Did  they  amafs  to  themfelves  great 

riches  or  large  efiates?  No;  they  renounced  all  civil  power 

and  junfdiftion,  as  well  as  lordly  titles  and  dignities ;  and 

\ceie9  for  the  mod  part,  content  with  a  very  moderate  fliare 

.  p1  t“e.worid-  lt  tiley  ferved  the  parliament  caufe,  it  was 
m  vmtmg  then-  panfluoners,  and  by  their  fermons  from  the 
pulpits:  here  they  fpent  their  zeal,  praying  and  preaching 
as  men  woo  were  in  earned,  for  what  they  apprehended  the 
came  of  God  and  their  country.  But  it  is  eafy  to  remark 
tiiat  the  noble  kijlorian  obferves  no  meafure  with  the  puritan 
clergy  when  they  fall  in  his  way.  •>  ^ 

N01  weie  the -parliament  divines  the  chief  incendiaries  be - 
tween  the  king  and  people ,  if  we  may  believe  Mr.  Baxter , 
wiio  knew  th ft  puritans  of  thofe  times  much  better  than  his 
tordimp.  “It  is  not  true  (fays  this  divine§)  that  they  dirred 
up  the  people  to  war,  there  was  hardly  one  fuch  man  in  a 
county,  ^though  they  difliked  the  late  innovations,  and 
was  glad  the  parliament  was  attempting  a  reformation.” 
Iney  might  inveigh  too  freely  in  their  fermons  againft  the 
vices  or  the  clergy,  and  the  feverities  of  the  late  times; 
but  in  all  the Jaft  fermons  that  I  have  read,;  for  feme  years 
,  after  the  beginning  01  the  war,  I  have  met  with  no  reflec¬ 
tions  upon  the  perfon  of  the  king,  but  a  religious  obferva- 
tiori  or  that  political  maxim,  the  king  can  do  no  wrong* 

His^  lordlhtp  adds,  that  they  profanely  and  bldfphemoujly 
applied  what  had  been  fpoken  by  the  prophets  againft  the  mojt 
whked,  and  impious  kings ,  to  fir  up  the  people  againft  their 

§  Baxter’s  Life,  p.  34. 

t  Orny,  who  miftakes  this  for  the  addition  of  Mr.  Baxter  inkead  of 
Mr*  Neal,  op  poles  to  it  his  own  remark  on  the  fad  fermons  between  the 
year  1640  and  the  death  of  the  king:  from  which,  he  fays,  he  could  pro¬ 
duce  hundreds  of  in  dances  for  the  difproof  of  what  is  fed  above/  As  a 
fpecimen,  he  quotes  many  paffages  from  fermoils  of  the  mod  popular  and 
leading  men  of  thofe  times.  Some  of  thefe  paffages,  it  appears  to  me,' 
point  frongly  at  the  king,  and  go  to  proof  that  royal  perfonages  are  ame- 
■nabie  for  evil  condudl.  But,  befides  that  they  are  given  detached  from 
their  connexion,  it  is  to  be  confidered,  that  if  Mr.  Neal  had  read  the  fame 
difeourfes,  tney  would  arrest  his  mind  differently  from  what  they  did  f)r. 
Grey :  who,  through  all  his  animadverfions,  appears  to  have  looked  on 
Charles  as  an  immaculate  prince,  and  to  have  been  a  difciple  to  the  advo¬ 
cates  for  paiftve  obedience  and  non-refiftance;  Ed, 


/ 
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rno/i  mom  Sovereign.  If  this  were  really  the  cafe,  yet  the 
kino  ’s  divines  came  not  behind  them  m  applying  the  abfolute 
dominion  of  the  kings  of  Judah  in  fupport  of  the  unbounded 
prerogative  of  the  kings  of  England,  and  in  cuffing  the  par¬ 
liament,  and  pronouncing  damnation  upon  all  who  died  in 
their  fcrvice.  I  could  produce  a  laige  catalogue  of  fho(  Ic¬ 
ing  expreffions  to  this  purpofe,  but  I  wifh.  fuch  offences  bu¬ 
ried  in  oblivion,  and  we  ought  not  to  form  oui  judgments  of 
great  bodies  of  men,  from  the  cxceffe.s  of  a  few. 

fliail  have  an  opportunity  hereaitei ,  of  compai  mg  t lie 
learning  of  the  puritan  divines  j|  with  the  1  oyalifts,  w  fen  it  v  ill 
appear,  that  there  were  men  of  no  lefs  eminence  for  litera¬ 
ture  with  the  parliament  than  with  tne  king,  as  the^  Seldensy 
the  1 'ji^ht foots ,  the  Cudworlhs ,  the  Pococks ,  the  o  ucjjcol)  ,  urn 
Arrowfmiths ,  &c.  but  as  to  their  morals ,  their  very  adverfa- 
ries  will  witnefs  for  them.  Dr.  G.  Bates ,  an  eminent  royalift, 
in  his  Elenchus ,  gives  them  this  character,  JVIoribus  fevei  is 
effent ,  in  conoionibus  vehement  es,  precibus  e?  piis  officiis  prompti , 
uno  verbo  ad  catena  boni :  i.  e.  They  were  men  of  fevere  and 
Jlricl  morals,  warm  and  affectionate  preachers ,  fervent  in 
prayer ,  ready  to  all  pious  offices ,  and  in  a  word ,  otherwife 
[that  is ,  abating  their  political  principles  ]  good  men . .  And 
yet  with  all  their  goodnefs  they  were  unacquainted  with  the 
rights  of  conlcience,  and  when  they  got  the  fpintual  fwoid 
into  their  handsx  managed  it  very  little  better  than  their  pre- 
deceffors  the  bifhops. 


||  Mr.  Neal  is  here  charged  with  contradi&ing  what  he  had  faid,  p.  558, 
where  heTpeaks  of  “  the  great  fcarcity  of  preachers  of  a  learned  educa- 
«  tion.”  This  is  faid,  when  Mr.  Neal  is  reprefenting  the  difficulty  the 
affiembly  of  divines  had  to  fupply  the  pulpits  through  the  country.  This 
might  be  the  cafe  when  fpeaking  of  the  kingdom  at  large,  and  yet  thei  e 
might  be  fome  of  no  lefs  eminence  for  literature  than  any  who  lided  w  ith 
the"  king.  Mr.  Neal  gives  the  names  of  fuch.  But  Biffiop  W hr  bur  ton  will 
not  allow,  that  they  were  of  the  parliament  party:  <f  the  mod  that  can  be 
faid  of  them  is,”  he  adds,  “  that  they  fubmitted  to  the  power.”  But  their 
a&ing  with  the  affiembly  of  divines  was,  certainly,  more  than  afubmiffion 
to  power  :  it  was  taking  a  lead  in  the  affairs  of  the  parliament:  this,  if  the 
caufehad  been  repugnant  to  their  principles,  they  might,  and,  as  honed  men, 
would  have  declined  doing:  as  did  Bldiop  UJhery  Dr.  holdfworth,  and  the 
other  epifcopalian  divines  who  were  alfo  chofen  to  attend  the  affiembly ,  but 
who  daid  away  from,  it;  becaufe  it  was  not,  in  their  opinion,  a  legal  con¬ 
vocation.  Edu 
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clerS7  ^10  efpoufed  the  king’s  caufe  were  the  bench 
cfbrjhops ,  the  whole  body  of  the  cathedral ,  and  the  major  part 
oj  toe  parochial  clergy,  with  the  heads,  and  mojl  of  the  fellows 
cj  both  umver fines,  among  whom  were  men  of  the  firft  rank 
for  learmng  pohtenefs,  piety,  and  probity  of  manners,  as 
aichb1fliop  k//7^r,  bifhop  Hall,  Moreton,  Wejlfield,  Brown- 
'icieaux.  Dr.  Hammond^  Saunderfon ,  &c.  who  joined 
the  king  net  merely  for  the  fake  of  their  preferments,  but 
becaufe  they  believed  the  unlazvfulnefs  of fubjeds  refilling 
their  fovereign  in  any  cafe  whatfoever.  Among  the  parochial 
clergy  were  men  of  no  lefs  name  and  character.  Lord  C/a 
rendonf  fays,  «  that  if  the  fermons  of  thofe  times  preached 
..  at  c°\m  were  collefted  together  and  publiihed,  the  world 
won  d  receive  the  heft  bulk  of  orthodox  divinity,  profound 
1  learning,  convincing  reafon,  natural  powerful  eloquence 
and  admirable  devotion,  that  hath  been  communicated  in 
any  age  fmee  the  apoftles’time.”  And  yet,  in  the  very  fame 
page,  he  adds,  “  there  was  fometimes  preached  there  mat- 
“  ’er  yfry  unfit  for  the  place,  and  fcandalous  for  the  per- 
“  fons-”  I  fubmit  this  paragraph  to  the  reader’s  judgment* 
or  I  mult  confeis,  that  after  having  read  over  feveral  of 
thefe  court  fermons,  I  have  not  been  able  to  difeover  all  that 
learning  and  perfuafive  eloquence  which  his  lordfhip  admires* 
nor  can  much  be  faid  for  their  orthodoxy,  if  the  thirty-nine 
articles  oe  the  ftandard.  But  whatever  decency  was  obferved 
at  court,  there  was  hardly  a  fermon  preached  by  the  inferior 
clergy  within  the  king’s  quarters,  wherein  the  parliament 
divines  were  not  feverely  expofed  and  ridiculed,  under  the 
character  of  puritans,  precifians,  formalifts,  fabbatarians , 
canting  hypocrites.  See.  Such  was  the  Iharpnefs  of  men’s 
fpirits  on  both  fides ! 

Among  the  country  clergy  there  was  great  room  for  com¬ 
plaints,  many  of  them  being  pluralifs,  non-refidents ,  ignorant 
and  illiterate ,  negligent  of  their  cures,  leldom  or  never  vifitino* 
their  panfhioners,  x  difehargmg  any  more  o f  their  function 
than  would  barely  fatisfy  the  law.  They  took  advantage  of 
the  book  of  f ports  to  attend  their  parilhioners  to  their  wakes 
and  revels,  by  which  means  many  of  them  became  fcanda- 
loufly  immoral  in  their  converfations.  Even  Dr.  Walker 

f  Vol,  i.  p.  77, 
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admits,  that  there  were  among  them  men  of  wicked  lives, 
and  fuch  as  were  a  reproach  and  fcandal  to  their  function  ; 
the  particulars  of  which  had  better  have  been  buried  than 

left  upon  record.*  ,  ,  .  , 

The  common  people  that  filled  up  the  king  s  army  were 

of  the  loofer  fort ;  and  even  the  chief  officers,  as  lord 
Gorin r,  Granville ,  Wilrnot,  and  others,  were  men  of  profli¬ 
gate  lives,  and  made  a  jell  of  religion ;  the  private  centmels 
were  foldiers  of  for  time,  and  not  having  their  regular  pay, 
lived  for  the  molt  part  upon  free  plunder:  when  they  took 
poffeffion  of  a  town,  they  rifled  the  houfes  of  all  who  were 
called  puritans,  and  turned  their  families  out  of  doors.  Mr. 
Baxter  fays,  “  that  when  he  lived  at  Coventry  after  the  bat¬ 
tle  of  Edgehill,  there  were  above  thirty  worthy  minifters  in 
that  city  who  had  fled  thither  for  refuge  fiom  the  foldiers 
«  and  popular  fury,  as  he  himfelf  alfo  had  done,  though 
«  they  had  never  meddled  in  the  wars ;  among  thefe  were 
the  reverend  Mr.  Vines,  Mr.  Jlntbony  Burgcfs ,  Mr.  Bur  dal , 
46  Mr.  Bromfhil,  13 r.  Bryan,  Grevj,  Ci addock,  and  others, 
it  yynd  here  (fays  he)  I  muft  repeat  the  great  caufe  of  the 
44  parliament’s  ffrength,  and  of  the  king  s  ruin;  the  de- 
“  bauched  rabble,  encouraged  by  the  gentry,  and  feconded 
44  by  the  common  foldiers -of  his  army,  took  all  that  were 
44  called  puritans  for  their  enemies ;  fo  that  if  any  man  was 
44  noted  for  a  ftrift  and  famous  preacher,  or  for  a  man  of  a 
44  precife  and  pious  life,  he  was  plundered,  abufed,  and  put 
44  in  danger  of  his  life ;  if  a  man  prayed  in  his  family,  or 
44  was  heard  to  repeat  a  fermon,  or  ling  a  pfalm,  they  pre- 
44  fently  cried  out  rebels,  roundheads,  and  all  their  mo- 
44  ney  and  goods  proved  guilty,  however  innocent  they  were 
44  themfelves.  Upon  my  certain  knowledge  it  was  this  that 
44  filled  the  armies  and  garrifons  of  the  parliament  with  fober 
44  and  pious  men.  Thoufands  had  no  mind  to  meddle  in 
44  the  wars,  but  to  live  peaceably  at  home,  if  the  rage  of  the 
44  foldiers  and  drunkards  would  have  fullered  them.  Some 
44  flayed  at  home  till  they  had  been  imprifoned;  fome  till 
44  they  had  been  plundered  twice  or  thrice  over,  and  had 
44  nothing  left ;  others  w7ere  quite  tired  out  with  the  info- 
“  lepce  of  their  neighbours  ;  with  being  quartered  upon,  and 

*  Sufferings  of  the  Clergy,  p.  72, 
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“  refW 5°UtVnUal  ianger  of  therir  lives>  and  fo  they  fought 
reruge  111  the  parliament  garrifons.,5§ 

This  wits  fo  notorious,  that  at  length  it  came  to  the  king’s 

ear  who,  out  of  meer  compaffion  to  his  diftreffed  fubiefts, 

r  1  l‘ccl  out  a  proclamation,  bearing  date  Nov.  2  c,  1642 

JfrJt  \£ltZ  ^ernment  of  his  army;  the  preamble  of  which 

4  '  "  hat  1118  majetty,  having  taken  into  his  princely 

c,0il‘u,erat'on  the  great  mifery  and  ruin  of  his  fubjecls  by 

tne  plundering,  robbing,  and  fpoiling  of  their  houfes,  and 

<e  taking  from  them  their  money,  plate,  houfhold  huff,  cattle, 

„  aiKl  other  goods,  under  pretence  of  their  being,  difaffected 

t£  *°  lis  and  om*  fervice,  and  thefe  unlawful  and  uni u ft  actions 

'  ,  ne/7  dlvers  Toldiers  of  our  army,  and  ethers  Iheltering 

«  ?nemfeives  under  tnat  title;  his  majefty,  detefting  fuch  bar- 

cc  ,°US  hn.)ceed'?os?  forbids  his  officers  and  foldiers  to 

<t  «u.te  any  fuch  Seizures  for  the  future,  without  his  warrant. 

t£  J  tnd  d  they  go  on  to  plunder  and  fpoil  the  people,  by 

f  ^'ing  away  tbeir  money,  plate,  houfhold  goods,  oxen, 
lllcop,  or  other  cattle;  or  any  victuals,  corn,  hay,  or  other 
t‘  Prov,hons,  going  to  or  from  any  market,  without  making 
^tisf action,  his  majefty  orders  them  to  be  proceeded  againft 
.  Z  mai  ''jai  law .  1  his  was  as  much  as  the  king  could  do 

m  his  prefent  cireumffances ;  yet  it  had  very  little  effect,  for 
b;s  majefty  having  neither  money  or  (lores  for  his  army,  the 
odicus  could  maintain  no  difeipline,  and  were  forced  to  con- 
rnve  aL  their  living  at  free  quarter  upon  the  people. 

Thus  this  unhappy  nation  was  miferably  harraffed,  and 
thrown  into  terrible  convuifions,  by  an  unnatural  civil  war; 
t.ie  nobility  and  gentry,  with  their  dependants,  being  chiefly 
With  the  king;  the  merchants,  tradefmen,  fubftantial  farmers, 
ana  in  general  tue  middle  ranks  of  people,  fiding  with  the 

parliament 

It  is  of  little  confequence  to  enquire,  who  began  this  un¬ 
natural  and  .bloody  war.  None  will  blame  them,  on  whofe 
pare  it  was  juft  and  unavoidable,  for  taking  all  neceffary  pre¬ 
cautions  in  their  defence,  and  making  ufe  of  fuch  advantages 
as  providence  put  into  their  hands  to  defeat  the  defigns  of 
the  enemy,  and  nothing  can  exc.ufe  the  other.  His  majefty 
pi  ore  Jed  before  God  to  his  nobles  at  York,  that  he  had  no 

;§  Baxter’s  Life,  p.  44... 
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intention  to  make  war  upon  his  parliament .  And  in  his  Iaft 
fpeech  on  the  fcaffold  he  affirms,  “  that  he  did  not  begin  a 
war  with  the  two  hcmfes  of  parliament,  but  that  they  be- 
6C  gan  with  him  upon  the  point  of  the  militia ;  and  if  any 
cc  body  will  look  upon  rjie  dates  of  the  eommiffions,  (fays 
“  his  majefty)  theirs  and  mine,  they  will  fee  clearly  that  they 
began  thefe  unhappy  troubles,  and  not  I.”  Yet  with  all 
due  fubmiffion  to  fo  great  an  authority,  were  the  dates  of 
eommiffions  for  railing  the  militia  the  beginning  of  the  war? 
Were  not  the  crown  jewels  firft  pawned  in  Holland,  and 
arms,  ammunition  and  artillery,  fent  over  to  the  king  at 
York?  Did  not  his  majefty  fummon  the  gentlemen  and  free¬ 
holders  to  attend  him  as  an  extraordinary  guard,  in  his  pro- 
grefs  in  the  north,  and  appear  before  Hull  in  a  warlike 
manner, before  the  raffing  the  militia?  Were  not  thefe  warlike 
preparations?  Dr.  Welwood  fays,  and  I  think  all  impartial 
judges  muft  allow,  that  they  look  very  much  that  way.  Mr. 
Efichard  is  furprized  that  the  king  did  not  put  hi fnf elf  into  a 
pojlure  of  defence  fooner  ;  ||  but  he' would  have  ceafed  to  won¬ 
der,  if  he  had  remembered  the  words  of  lord  Clarendon :  The 
reafon  why  the  king  did  not  raife  forces  foo?ier  was ,  becaufe 
he  had  neither  arms  nor  ammunition ,  and  till  thefe  could  be 
procured  from  Holland ,  let  his  provocations  and  f after  ings  be 
what  they  would ,  he  was  to  fubmit  and  bear  it  patiently .  It 
was  therefore  no  want  of  will,  but  mere  neceffity,  that  hin¬ 
dered  the  king’s  appearing  in  arms  fooner  than  he  did. 
Father  Orleans  confefTes,  that  it  was  agreed  with  the  queen 
in  the  cabinet  council  at  Windfor ,  that  while  her  majefty  was 
negotiating  in  Holland,  the  king  fhould  retire  to  York  and 
there  make  his  firft  levies.  He  adds,  that  all  mankind  be- 
lieved  that  his  majefty  was  underhand  preparing  for  war,  that 
the  fword  might  cut  afunder  thofe  knots  he  had  made  with 
his  pen . 

In  order  to  excufe  the  unhappy  king,  who  was  facrificed 
in  the  home  of  his  friends,  a  load  of  guilt  is  with  great 
juftice  laid  upon  the  queen,  who  had  a  plenitude  of  power- 
over  his  majefty,  and  could  turn  him  about  which  way  fire 
pleafed.  Biffiop  Burnet  fays,  that  by  the  livelinefs  of  her 
difeourfe  floe  made  great  imprejfions  upon  the  king;  fo  that  to 

jj  Memoirs,  p.  64, 
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the  queen  s  want  of  judgment,  and  the  king* s  own  temper ,  the 
Jequcl  of  all  his  misfortunes  was  owing  .*  Bifhop  Kennet 
adds,  that  the  king  s  match  with  this  lady  was  a  greater  judg - 
merlt  upon  the  nation  than  the  plague  which  then  raged  in  the 
land ;  and  that  the  influence  of  a  ftately  queen  over  an  affec - 
tionate  hujband ,  proved  very  fatal  both  to  prince  and  people , 
and  laid  in  a  vengeance  for  future  generations ,  The  queen 
Was  a  gieat  bigot  to  her  lehgion,  and.  directed  hy  her  father 
corf  e/or  to  proteft  the  Roman  catholicks,  even  to  the  hazard 
of  the  king’s  crown  and  dignity.  Though  his  majedy  ufually 
confulted  her  in  all  affairs  of  hate,  yet  Jhe  fometimes  pre- 
iumed  to  aft  without  him,  and  to  make  ufe  of  his  name  with¬ 
out  his  knowledge.  It  was  the  queen  that  made  all  the 
gieat  officers  of  fltate ,  (fays  lord  Clarendon )  no  preferments 
were  beflowed  without  her  allowance.  She  was  an  enemy 
to  parliaments,  and  pufhed  the  king  upon  the  mod  arbitrary 
ana  unpopular  actions,  to  rafe  the  Englifh  government  to  a 
level  with  the  French.  It  was  the  queen  that  countenanced 
the  Iridi  infurrection ;  that  obliged  the  king  to  go  to  the 
houfe  of  commons  and  feize  the  five  members ;  and  that 
was  at  the  head  of  the  council  at  Windfor,  in  which  it  was 
determined  to  break  with  the  parliament  and  prepare  for 
war ;  this  (fays  the  noble  hiftorian ;  viz,  the  king’s  perfeft 
adoration  of  his  queen,  his  refolution  to  do  nothing  without 
her)  and  his  being  inexorable  as  to  every  thing  he  promifed 
her,  was  the  root  and  caufe  of  all  other  grievances.  The 
two  houfes  often  petitioned  the  king  not  to  admit  her  majedy 
into  his  councils,  or  to  follow  her  advice  in  matters  of  date; 
but  he  was  not  to  be  moved  from  his  too  fervile  regards  to 
her  dictates,  even  to  the  day  of  his  death. 

Sundry  others  of  his  majedy's  privy-counci!  had  their 
fliare  in  bringing  on  the  calamities  of  the  war,  though  when 
it  broke  out  they  were  either  dead,  difperfed,  or  imprifoned; 
as  the  duke  of  .Buckingham,  earl  of  Strafford ,  archbidiop 
Laud ,  Finch ,  Windebank ,  Noy,  &c.  Thefe  had  been  the 
mod  bufy  actors  at  th z  ,  council-table,  the  flar-ch amber,  and 
court  of  higlucommi/an ,  and  were  at  the  head  of  all  the  mo¬ 
nopolies  and  illegal  projects  that  enflaved  the  nation  for 
above  twelve  years,  and  might  have  done  it  for  ever,  had 
*  Miilory  of  Ms  Life  and  Times*  vol.  L  p,  39*  Scotch  edition. 
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they  been  good  hufbands  of  the  publick  treafure,  and  not 
brought  upon  themfelves  the  armed  force  of  a  neighbouring 
nation.  The  politicks  of  thefe  Jlatefmen  were  very  unac¬ 
countable,  for  as  long  as  they  could  fubfift  without  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  fupply,  they  went  on  with  their  Jhip-money ,  court 
and  conduct-money ,  monopolies ,  and  fuch  like  refources  of  the 
prerogative ;  as  foon  as  the  parliament  fat,  thefe  were  fu(- 
pended,  in  expeftation  of  a  fupply  from  the  two  houfes, 
before  they  had  enquired  into  the  late  inroads  upon  the 
conftitution ;  but  when  they  found  this  could  not  be  ob¬ 
tained,  they  broke  up  the  parliament  in  difguft,  fined  and 
imprifoned  the  members  for  their  freedom  of  fpeech,  and 
returned  to  their  former  methods  of  arbitrary  government. 
All  king  Charles'* s  parliaments  had  been  thus  diflolved,  even 
to  the  prefent,  which  would  undoubtedly  have  been  treated  in 
the  fame  manner,  had  it  not  been  for  the  aft  of  continuation .* 
On  the  other  hand,  a  fpirit  of  Englifh  liberty  had  been 
growing  in  the  nation  for  fome  years,  and  the  late  oppreJfions> 
inftead  of  extinguifhing  it,  had  only  kept  it  under  ground, 
till  having  collefted  more  ftrength,  it  burft  out  with  the 
greater  violence ;  the  patriots  of  the  conftitution  watched  all 
opportunities  to  recover  it ;  yet,  when  they  had  obtained  a 
parliament  by  the  interpofition  of  the  Scots ,  were  difpofed  to 
take  a  fevere  revenge  upon  their  late  oppreffors,  and  to  enter 
upon  too  violent  meafures  in  order  to  prevent  the  return  of 
power  into  thofe  hands  that  had  fo  fhamefully  abufed  it. 
The  five  members  of  the  houfe  of  commons,  and  their  friends* 
who  were  concerned  in  inviting  the  Scots  into  England,  faw 
their  danger  long  before  the  king  came  to  the  houfe  to  feize 
them,  which  put  them  upon  concerting  meafures  not  only  to 
reftore  the  conftitution ,  but  to  lay  further  limitations  upon  the 
royal  power  for  a  time ,  that  they  might  not  be  expofed  to 

*  This  aft  has  been  called  fc  a  violent  breach  of  the  conftitution  of  this 
(c  government but  the  author  who  has  caft  this  reDroach  on  it,  alfo  ob- 
ferves,  that  “  if  this  aft  had  not  been  obtained,  perhaps  it  would  have  been 
“  impoftible  to  oppofe  the  king’s  attempts  with  effect.”  On  this  ground 
the  “  aft  of  continuation’’  has  been  called  “  an  aft  of  fidelity  of  the  repre- 
fentatives  of  the  people  to  their  conftituents :  an  inftance  of  the  expe- 
tc  dience  and  righteoufnefs  of  recovering  the  violated  conftitution,  by  means 
not  ftriftly  juftifiable  when  the  times  are  peaceable,  and  the  curators  of 
“  government  juft  and  upright,”  Memoirs  of  Hollis,  yol,ii.  p.  591.  F,i>. 
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the  mercy  of  an  incenfed  prince,  as  foon  as  he  fliould  he  de- 

hv..  red  from  the  prefent  parliament.  It  is  true,  his  maiefty 

onered  a  general  pardon  at  the  breaking  up  of  the  feffion, 

but  theie  members  were  afraid  to  rely  upon  it,  beeaufe  fas 

v/as  laid)  there  was  no  appearance  that  his  majefty  would 

gorern  by  law  for  the  future,  any  more  than  he  had  done 
berore.  -  , 

l*he  king,  I;ci  ig  made  fenfibleof  the  defigns  and  fpirit  of 
the  commons,  watched  all  opportunities  to  difperfe  them,  and 
not  hang  able  to  gam  his  point,  refolved  to  leave  the  two 
homes,  and  aft  no  longer  in  concert  with  them,  which  was 
m  enwa  to  determine  their  power;  for  to  what  purpofe 
hiomd  they  lit,  if  the  king  will  pafs  none  of  their  bills;  and 
i  Oioyt  nib  i  n  ejects  to  obey  any  of  their  votes  or  ordinances 
ml  tiiey  had  received  the  royal  affent  ?  It  was  this  difmem- 

aDcl  ‘-ro^c  r-;e  conllitiition,  and  reduced  the  parliament 
to  tins  dilemma,  either  to  return  home,  and  leave  all  things 
in  ^le  ^lands  of  the  king  and  queen,  and  their  late  miniftry* 
fo  foj  themfeiveSj  as  the  guardians  of  the  people 
lit  a  time  oy imminent  Ganger:  had  they  diffolved  themfeives, 
Oi  flood  kin  while  his  majefty  had  garrifoned  the  ftrong  for- 
tidies  of  i  oi  ri mourn  and  Hull,  and  got  pofteffion  of  all  the 
arms,  artillery,  and  ammunition  of  the  kingdom;  had  they 
fuftered  th t  fleet  to  fail  into  his  majefty’s  hands,  and  none 
on  meekly  petitioning  for  the  militia,  or  for  his  maiefty’°s  re- 
turn  iys  two  homes  of  parliament,  till  the  queen  was  re¬ 
turned  with  foreign  recruits,  or  the  Irifh  at  liberty  to  fend  his 
majefty  s  iqccouis  both  they  and  we  nmft  in  all  probability 
have  been  buiied  in  the  ruins  of  the  liberties  of  our  country, 

I  Im  two  hoiiies  were  not  mtenfible  of  the  nit  they  ran  in 
crofting  the  meaiures  of  their  fovereign ,  under  whole  go- 
vert: men t  they  thought  they  were  to  live,  and  who  had  conn- 
fellors  about  him  who  would  not  fail  to  put  him  uuon  the 
fevu  eft  2  epriciis,  as  foon  as  tne  ftvord  ot  the  kingdom  fliould 
return,  into -his  hands.;  but  they  apprehended  that  their  own 
and  the  pubuek  fafety  was  at  ftake;  that  the  king  was  ore- 
paring  to  aft  againft  them,  by  rafting  extraordinary  guards 
to  his  perfon,.  and  fending  for  arms  and  ammunition  from 
abroad  y  therefore  they  ventured  to  make  a  ftand  in  their 
oval  ad  cnee,  and  to  perforin  men  acts  of  fovereignty  as 

were 
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were  neceffary  to  put  it  out  of  the  power  of  the  court,  to 
make  them  a  lacrifice  to  the  refen  tments  of  their  enemies. 

j  thouph  in  a  j ujt  cnid  ncccjjui y  hvcu  ^  it  is  01  little  mo* 
merit  to  enquire  who  began  it,  it  is  neverthelefs  of  great  con- 
fequence  to  confider  oa  which  fide  the  jujiice  of  it  lies.  .  Let 
us  therefore  take  a  i  ll  on  view  ol  the  arguments  on  tin,  kin^  s 
fide  with  the  parliament’s  reply. 

* 

i  X  .*  i  r  *  *  *r 

1.  It  was  argued  by  the  royalifts,  that  all  grievances  both 
real  and  imaginary  were  removed  by  the  king's  giving  up  f off 
?iio}iey  ,  by  his  abolijhing  the  court  of  honour  ,  the  Jiar-ch amber ; 
and  high-commijfion ,  and  by  his  giving  up  the  bi/hops  votes  in 
parliamet . 

The  parliament  writers  own  thefe  to  be  very  important 
eonceffions,  though  far  from  comprehending  all  the  real 
grievances  of  the"  nation.  The  queen  was  ftill  at  the  head 
of  his  majefty’s  councils,  without  whofe  approbation  no 
confiderable  affairs  of  government  were  tranlafted.  None 
of  the  authors  of  the  late  opprellions  had  been  brought  to 
juftice,  except  the  earl  of  Strafford ;  and  it  is  more  than 
probable,  if  the  parliament  had  been  diffolved,  they  would 
not  only  have  been  pardoned,  but  reflored  to  favour. — 
Though  the  bifhops  were  deprived  of  their  feats  in  parlia¬ 
ment,  yet  the  defects  in  the  publick  fervice  (which  the  puri¬ 
tans  complained  of )  were  almoft  untouched;  nor  were  any 
effectual  meafures  taken  to  prevent  the  growth  of  popery, 
which  threatned  the  ruin  of  the  proteflant  religion. 

2.  It  wras  argued  further,  that  the  king  had  provided  -again  ft 
any  future  opprefftons  of  the  fubjeds  by  confuting  to  the  ad 
for  triennial  parliaments . 

To  which  it  was  replied,  that  the  triennial  act ,  in  the  pre¬ 
fect  fituation  of  the  court,  was  not  a  fufficient  fecuriry  of  our 
laws  and  liberties;  for  fuppofe  at  the  end  of  three  years, 
when  the  king  was  in  full  poffeffion  of  the  regal  power; 
having  all  the  forts  and  garrifons  arms  and  ammunition  of 
the  kingdom  at  his  difpofal,  with  his  old  miniftry  about  him, 
the  council  fhould  declare,  that  the  necessity  of  his  ma¬ 
jesty’s  affairs  obliged  him  to  difpenfe  with  the  triennial 


a 
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^Whatflrfof  a  county,  or  other  officer,  would  ven- 
tme  to  put  k  in  execution?  Befides,  had  not  the  king  from 
.this  very  prmap  ejufp^ded  and  broke  through  the  laws  of 
ri  e  iand  for  twelve  years  together  before  the  meeting  of  this 

hws^wirfT  lamCnV  aAUC i  Cl!d  n0t  hlS  maJefty  yield  to  the  new 

them  A  V11311  rJdu^lnf ?  Did  he  not  affeft  to  call 
them  acts  of  grace,  and  not.  of  juftice  ?  Were  not  fome  of 

them  extorted,  from  him  by  fuch  arguments  as  thefe:  That 

bis  conjent  to  torn  being  forced,  they  were  in  themfelves  in - 

eahu  and  might  be  avoided  in  better  times  ?  Lord  Clarendon 

IbA  ’  l  V  Thad  reaV°n  ,C°  bd!evc  thk’  and  if  his  lordfhip  be- 
.  „  o-S  Cann"C  fee  how‘t  can  reafonably  be  called  inqueb 

r-H-?fll°Pr^1S  of  the  fame  mind’  and  declares,*  in 
the  Hiflory  of  his  L.fe  and  Times,  “  that  his  majefty  never 

came  inr°  his  conceffions  feafonably,  nor  with  a  good 

grace ;  a.l  appeared  to  be  extorted  from  him ;  and  there 

were  grounds  to  believe,  that  he  intended  not  to  hand  to 

diem  any  longer  than  he  lay  under  that  force  that  vifibly 

drew  them  upon  him,  contrary  to  his  own  inclinations.” 

to  an  which  we  may  add  the  words  of  father  Orleans  the 

jtlun,  woo  fays,  ^  “  that  all  mankind  believed  at  that  time, 

that  the  king  did  not  grant  fo  much  but  in  order  to  re- 
*c  voke  all.” 

.)•  It  was  faid,  that  the  king  had  feen  his  mijlake ,  and  had 
Jince  vowed  and  protefted,  in  the  mojl  folemn  manner,  that  for 
the  ^future  he  would  govern  according  to  law. 

io  which  it  was  replied,  that  if  the  petition  of  right 
lo  lolemnly  ratified  from  the  throne,  in  prefence  of  both 
homes  of  parliament,  was  fo  quickly  broke  through,  what 
.ependance  could  lie  had  upon  the  royal promife?  For  tho* 
tiie  king  himfelf  might  be  a  prince  of  virtue  and  honour, 
yey  his  fpeeches  (fays  Mr.  Rapin')  were  full  of  ambiguities 
nerct  rcferves,  that  left  room  for  different  interpreta¬ 
tions;  befides,  many  things  were  tranfac'tcd  without  his 
knowledge,  and  therefore  fo  long  as  the  queen  was  at  the 
read  of  his  councils,  they  looked  upon  his  royal  word  only 
as  the  promife  of  a  minor,  or  of  a  man  under  fuperior  di- 
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reftion ;  which  was  the  moft  favourable  interpretation  could 
be  made  of  the  many  violations  of  it  in  me  courfe  or  ufteeo 
years  “  The  queen,  who  was  dire&ed  by  popifh  counfek, 
ic  (fays  bifhop  Burnet )  could,  by  her  fovereign  power,  make 

«  the  king  do  whatfoever  fbe  pleafed.”  „ 

4.  It  was  further  urged,  that  the  parliament  baa  invaded 

the  royal  prerogative ,  and  ufurped  the  legiflative  power,  with¬ 
out  his  majejlfs  confent ,  by  claiming  the  militia ,  and  the  ap¬ 
probation  of  the  chief  officers  both  civil  and  military ,  and  by 
requiring  obedience  to  their  votes  and  ordinances •  .  ^ 

This  the  two  houfes  admitted,  and  infilled  upon  it  as  their 
right,  in  cafes,  of  neceffitysmd  extreme  danger ;  of  which  ne- 
tefjity  and  danger ,  they,  as  the  guardians  of  the  nation,  and 
two  parts  in  three  of  the  legiflature,  were  the  proper  judges: 
cc>  The  quell  ion  is  not  (fay  they)  whethei  me  king  be  the 
cc  fountain  of  juftice  and  protection}  or  whethei  the  exc«.u- 
tion  of  the  laws  belongs  primarily  to  him?  But  it  the  king 
“  {hall  refufe  to  difeharge  that  duty  and  trull,  and  fliall  de- 
fert  his  parliament,  and  m  a  manner  abdicate  me  govern- 
cc  ment,  whether  there  be  not  a  power  in  the  two  homes  to 
provide  for  the  fafety  and  peace  of  the  kingdom  r  01,  1  r 
«  there  be  no  parliament  fitting,  whether’  the  nation  does 
not  return  to  a  Hate  of  nature,  and  is  not  at  liberty  to  pro- 
«  vide  for  its  own  defence  by  extraordinary  methods?' 
This  feems  to  have  been  the  cale  in  the  late  glorious  revolu¬ 
tion  of  king  William  and  queen  Mary,  when  the  confti- 
tution  being  broken,  a  convention  or  the  nobility  and  com¬ 
monalty  was  fummoned  without  the  king's  writ,  to  re-tore 
the  religion  and  liberties  of  the  people,  and  place  the  crown 
upon  another  head. 

Tile  king  on  his  part  maintained,  that  there  was  no 
banger  from  him ,  but  that  all  the  danger  were  from  a  ma¬ 
lignant  party  in  the  parliament ,  who  was  fubverting  the  can- 
jlitution  in  church  and  f  ate .  His  maje/ly  averred ,  that  God 
and  the  laws  had  intrujled  him  with  the  guardian/hip  and 
protection  of  his  people ,  and  that  doe  would  take  fuch  care  of 
them  as  he  Jhoidd  be  capable  of  anfwering  for  it  to  God . 

With  regard  to  dangers  and  fears ,  the  parliament  appealed 
to  the  whole  world,  whether  there  were  not  juft  grounds 
for  them,  after  his  majefty  had  violated  the  petition  of 
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right,  and  attempted  to  break  up  the  prefent  parliament 
..  nng.ng  11s  army  to  London;  after  he  had  entered  their 

S'hlr/rl  i°ra’  “  melt 

lommrinrn  deferted. 1 b« ‘parliament,  and  refolved  to  aft  no 

Sr6?4  em;  afterhis  maJefty  had  begun 

P»rfon  InT  T  PT ***  °f,  extra^d^^  guard  to  his 
pa  Ion,  and  endeavoured  to  get  the  forts  and  ammunition  of 

the  kingdom  into  his  poffeffioa,  againft  the  time  when  he 

S:Ui?  Kifr°m  abroad ;  after  they  hadfeen  the 
£  ^  °f  a  bioody  and  unparalleled  infurreftion  and 
.  >-  c  prcte._ants  in  Ireland,  and  were  continually 

alarmed  with  the  inereafe  and  infolent  behaviour  of  the  pi 

gf  'f  h^mC  5  ^  after  lhey  had  fuund  it  impractica- 

*  ’  Ly  their  molt  humble  petitions  and  remonftrances,  to 
remove  the  queen  and  her  cabal  of  papifts  from  the  direc- 
non  of  the  king  s  councils;  after  all  fhefe  things,  (fay  they) 
tev  muji  maintain  the  grounds  of  our  fears  to  be  of  that  mo¬ 
ment,  that  we  cannot  dif charge  the  truji  and  duty  which  lies 

Ur°,H  ff  UnMs  **  d°  aPPh  ourfelves  to  the  ufe  of  'thofe  means , 
wmea  God  and  toe  laws  have  put  into  our  hands ,  for  the  ne- 
cejjary  dejence  and  fafety  cf  the  kingdom* 

j.  here  were  certainly  Jh-ong  and  perhaps  unreafonable  jea- 
loujies,  and  apprehenfio ns  of  danger  on  both  fides.  The  kino- 
complained,  that  he  was  driven  from  Whitehall  by  -popular 
tumuits,  where  neither  his  perfon  or  family  could  remain  in 
iarety.  he  was  jealous  (as  he  faid)  for  the  laws  and  liber¬ 
ties  ci  his  people,  and  was  apprehenfive  that  his  parliament 
intended  to  change  the  conftitution,  and  wreft  the  feeptre 
and  fword  out  of  his  royal  hands.  On  the  other  fide,  the 
t\vO  houfes  had  their  fears  and  diftrufls  of  their  own  and, 
the  pub! kk  fafety ;  they  were  apprehenfive,  that  if  they  put 
Hie  forts  and.  garrifons  and  all  the  ftrength  of  the  kingdom 
into  his  rrfajefty’s  power,  as  foon  as  they  were  diffolved,  he,  ■ 
by  the  influence  of  his  queen  and  his  old  counfellors,  would 
return  to  his  maxims  of  arbitrary  government,  and  never  call 
another  parliament;  that  he  would  take  a  fevere  revenge 
upon  thofe  members  who  had  expofed  his  meafures.  and  di  f- 
g.c.-_ect  ms  m'tnijlers;  and  in  a  word,  that  he  would  break 
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through  the  late  laws,  as  having  been  extorted  from  him  by 
force  and  violence;  but  it  was  very  much  in  the  king’s 
power,  even  to  the  treaty  at  Uxbridge  in  1644-5,  to  ^iavc  re- 
moved  thefe  diftrufts,  and  thereby  have  faved  both  himfelf, 
the  church,  and  the  nation;  for,  as  the  noble  hiftorian  ob- 
ferves,  Cf  the  parliament  took  none  of  the  points  of  controverfy 
lefs  to  heart ,  or  were  lefs  united  in  any  thing, ,  than  in  what 
“  concerned  the  church*  And  with  regard  to  the  hate,  that 
many  of  the?h  were  for  peace ,  provided  they  might  have  indem¬ 
nity  for  what  was  pa  fed,  and  fecurity  for  time  to  come .  Why 
then  wras  not  this  indemnity  and  fecurity  offered?  Which 
muft  neceffarily  have  divided  the  parliamentarians,  and  ob¬ 
liged  the  mofl  rigorous  and  violent  to  recede  from  their  high 
and  exorbitant  demands;  and  by  confequence  have  reftored 
the  king  to  the  peaceable  poffeffion  of  his  throne. 

Upon  the  whole,  if  we  believe  with  the  noble  hiftorian, 
and  the  writers  on  his  fide,  that  the  king  was  driven  by  vio¬ 
lence  from  his  palace  at  Whitehall ,  and  could  not  return  with 
fafety ;  that  all  real  and  imaginary  grievances  of  church  and 
jlate  were  re  dr  e fed ;  and  that  the  kingdom  was  fufficiently 
fecured  from  all  future  inroads  of  popery  and  arbitrary  power 
by  the  laws  in  being ;  then  the  juftice  and  equity  of  the  war 
was  moft  certainly  with  the  king.  Whereas,  if  we  believe 
that  the  king  voluntarily  deferted  his  parliament ,  and  that  it 
was  owing  alone  to  his  majefifs  own  peremptory  refolution ,  that 
he  woidd  not  return  (as  lord  Clarendon  admits.)  If  by  this 
means  the  confutation  was  broken ,  and  the  ordinary  courts  Gf 
juftice  neceffarily  interrupted .  If  there  were  fundry  grievances 

fill  to  be  redrefed ,  and  the  king  refolved  to  fhelter  himfelf 
■under  the  laws  in  being ,  and  to  make  no  further  concejfions . 
If  there  were  juft  reafons  to  fear ,  with  bifhop  Burnet  and 
father  Orleans ,  that  the  king  woidd  abide  by  the  late  laws  no  K 
longer  than  he  was  under  that  force  that  brought  them  upon 
him .  In  a  word,  if  in  the  judgment  of  the  majority  of  lords 
and  commons ,  the  kingdom  was  in  imminent  danger  of  the  re¬ 
turn  of  popery  and  arbitrary  power ,  and  his  majejiy  woidd 
not  condefcend  fo  much  as  to  a  temporary  fecurity  for  their  fa- 
psfattioji;  then  \ye  muft  conclude,  that  the  caufe  of  the  par- 

*  Vol.  ii.  p.  581,  594. 
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liament,  at  the  commencement  of  the  war,  and  for  fome  years 
al  tcr,^  was  not  only  jujlijiabie,  but  commendable  and  glorious ; 
efpecially  if  we  believe  their  own  molt  folemn  proteftation,* 
in  the  prefence  oi  almighty  God,  to  the  kingdom  and  to  the 
world;  “  That  no  private  paffion  or  refpeh,  no  evil  inten- 
“  rion  to  his  majefty’s  perfon,  no  defigns  to  the  prejudice  of 
“  his  juft  honour  or  authority,  had  engaged  them  to  raife 
“  forces,  and  take  up  arms  againft  the  authors  of  this  war 
“  in  which  the  kingdom  is  inflamed. ”f 

*  Rufhworth,  vol.  ii.  part  3d,  p.  26. 

f  Bifhop  Warburion  grants,  that  “  Charles  was  a  man  of  ill  faith 
from  whence  arofe  the  queftion,  “  whether  he  was  to  be  trailed.?  Here,” 
he  adds,  “  we  mull  begin  to  dillinguilh.  It  was  one  thing,  whether  thoYe 
“  particulars,  who  had  perfonally  offended  the  king,  in  the  manner  by 
which  they  extorted  this  amends  from  him  5  and  another ,  whether  the 
publick,  on  all  principles  of  civil  government,  ought  not  to  have  fate 
down  fatisfied.  I  think  particulars  could  not  fafely  take  his  word;  and 
w  that  the  publick  could  not  honellly  refufe  it.  You  will  fay  then,  the 
“  leaders  in  parliament  were  juftified  in  their  millrull.  Here,  again,  we 
“  mull  diftingulfh.  Had  they  been  private  men,  we  Ihould  not  difpute  it. 
€€  But  they  bore  another  charafter;  they  were  reprefentatives  of  the  pub- 
“  lick,  and  Ihould  therefore  have  afted  in  that  capacity.”  Some  will  con- 
£der  thefe  dikindlions,  fet  up  by  his  lordlhip,  as  favouring  more  of  chicanery 
than  iolid  realoning.  The  limple  quellion  is.  Was  Charles  worthy  to  be 
trailed?  No!  His  lordlhip  grants,  that  he  was  a  man  of  ill  faith.  How 
then  could  the  reprefentatives  of  the  people  honeftly  commit  the  national 
intereft  to  a  man,  whofe  duplicity  and  infmcerity  had  repeatedly  deceived 
them:  and  in  deceiving  them  had  deceived  the  publick?  If  they  could  not 
fafely  take  his  word  for  themfelves ;  how  could  they  do  it  for  their  conki- 
tuents?  In  all  their  negociations  with  him  they  had  been  afting  not  for 
themfelves  only,  but  for  the  nation.  It  was  inconfiflent  with  the"  trull  in¬ 
i-eked  in  them. 'to  lac ri Ike  or  rifk  the  national  welfare  by  eafy  credulity  ;  a 
credulity,  which  in  their  private  concerns  wifdom  and  prudence  would  have 
condemned.  Befides,  the  infmcerity  of  Charles  had  been  fo  notorious,  they 
had  no  ground  to  fuppofe  that  the  publick  could  or  would  take  his  word ; 
much  lefs  that  the  publick  would  expert  or  approve  of  their  doing  it ;  to 
whom  the  proofs  of  his  infmcerity  offered  themfelves  immediately  and 
with  ah  their  force.  Eq. 
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